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ARTICLE VIL. 


A LETTER concerning the Art or Science 


of DESIGN , written from Italy, on the 
occafion of the judgment of Hercules, 
to my Lord * * * *, 


-——<ante omnia Mufe. 
Virg. Georg. Lib. 2. 


AS the Reader may be affured that the fol- 
lowing Piece was compofed by that rs 
ble Genius os late Earl of Shaftesbury, h 
name is fufficient to recommend it to the curi- 
ous, efpecially feeing it is not to be found in 
the late Edition of his Works. It was written 
from Naples to the late Lord Somers, to whom 
alfo the Letter upon Enthufiafm was addreffed ; 
FEBRUARY 1728. Hi and 
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94 The Prefent State of Art. 7. 


and it relates to his Notion of the biftoricat 
Draught or Tablature of the judgment of Here 
cules, which is the laft piece of his Charaéteri- 
ftics, and fhould be read along with this. In 
the Letter which I now publifh, every Englifh 
reader muft be delighted to obferve that paffi- 
onate love of his country, which the true Pa- 
triot difcovers on every occafion, that has but 
the leaft relation to its happinefs or glory, and 
thofe juft refle€tions upon our darling Liberty, 
fo improving, fo natural, fo congenial to the libe- 
ral Artst, {o much envied by our neighbours, 
and condemned by none among our felves, but 
a few narrow fpirits, who are well enough 
pleafed that a hedge be made about themfelves, 
and their houfes, and all that they have on eve- 
ry fide, but do not feem to know that they 
would be among the firft to complain of any 
abridgment, that fhould Jay the leaft reftraine 
upon their own freedom. But let us hear our 
noble Author. | 


“ My Lorp, 


éc T® ts Letter comes to your Lordfhip ac- 
companied with a {mall Writing inti- 

“° tled A Norron. For fuch alone can that 
*° Piece defervingly be called, which afpires no 
“¢ higher than to the forming of a Projeét, and 
*¢ that too in fo vulgar a fcience as Painting. 
** But whatever the fubjeét be, if it can prove 
“* any way entertaining to you, it will fuffici- 
** ently anfwer my defign. And fhould it pof- 
“* fibly have that good fuccefs, I fhould have 
** no ordinary opinion of my Project : fince I 
“* know how hard it would be for any one to 
ive 

¢ Letter, p. rot. ~ § 
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give your Lordfhip a real entertainment by 
any thing which was not in fome refpect 
worthy and ufeful. 


“ On this account I muft, by way of pre- 
vention, inform your Lordfhip, that after I 
had conceived my Norron fuch as you fee it 
upon paper, I was not contented with this, 
but fell immediately to work, and by the 
hand of a Mafter-Painter brought it into pra- 
€tice, and formed a real Defic. ‘This was 
not enough. I refolved afterwards to fee 
«¢ what effect it would have, when taken out of 
“© mere black and white, into colours: And 
“ thus a Sketch was afterwards drawn. "This 
“© pleafed fo well, that being encouraged by 
© the Virtuofi, who are io eminent in this part 
© of the world, I refolved at laft to engage 
‘¢ my Painter in the great work. Immediately 
*¢ 4 cloth was befpoke of a fuitable dimenfion, 
** and the figures taken as big or bigger than 
“© the common life ; the fubject being of the 
“© heroick kind, and requiring rather fuch fi- 
** gures as fhould appear above ordinary human 
“* ftature. 
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** Thus my Norton, as light as it may prove 

“¢ in the treatife, is become very fubftantial in 
** the workmanfhip. ‘The piece is ftill in hand ; 
“¢ and like to continue fo for fome time. O- 
“‘ therwife the firft draught or defign fhould 
*€ have accompanied the treatife, as the trea- 
“* tife does this Letter. But the defign having 
“* grown thus into a sketch, as the sketch af- 
** terwards into a picture ; I thought it fit your 
** Lordfhip fhould either fee the feveral pieces 
** together, or be troubled only with that 
H 2 °° which 
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which was the beft ; as undoubtedly the great 
one muft prove, if the Mafter I employ finks 
not very much below himfelf in this per- 
formance. 


“© Far furely fhould I be, my Lord, from 
conceiving any vanity or pride in amufements 
of fuch an inferior kind as thefe ; efpeci- 
ally were they fuch as they may naturally at 
firft fight appear. I pretend not here to a- 
pologize either for them, or tor my felf. Your 
Lordfhip however knows I have naturally 
ambition enough to make me defirous of em- 
ploying my felf in bufinefs of a higher or- 
der: fince it has been my fortune in publick 
affairs to a€t often in concert with you, and 
in the fame views on the intereft of Europe 
and mankind. ‘There was a time, and that 
a very early one of my life, when I was not 
wanting to my country in this refpeét. But 
after fome years of hearty labour and pains 
in this kind of workmanfhip, an unhappy 
breach in my health drove me not only from 
the feat of bufinefs, but forced me to feek 
thefe foreign climates ; where, as mild as the 
winters generally are, I have with much ado 
lived out this latter one ; and am now, as 
your Lordfhip finds, employing my felf in 
fuch eafy ftudies as are the moft fuitable to 
my ftate of health, and to the genius of the 
country where I am confined. 


“ This in the mean time I can, with fome 
affurance, fay to your Lordfhip in a kind of 
{fpirit of prophecy, from what I have obfer- 
ved of the rifing genius of our nation, ‘That 
if we live to fee a peace any way an{werable 

to 
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to that generous fpirit with which this war 
was begun, an carried on, for our own Li- 
berty, and that of Europe ; the figure which 
we are |:ke to make abroad, and the increafe 
of knowledge, induftry and fenfe at home, 
will make united Britain the principal feat 
of arts; and by her politenefs and advantages 
in this kind, will fhow evidently, how much 
fhe has been owing to thofe Counfels, which 
taught her to exert her felf fo refolutely in 
behalf of the common Caufe, and that of her 
own Liberty, and happy Conftitution, necef- 
farily included. 


** IT can my felf remember the time, when, 
in refpect of Mufick, our reigning tafte was 
in many degrees interior tothe French. The 
long reign of luxury and pleafure, under 
King Charles the Second, and the foreign 
helps and ftudied advantages given to Mufick 
in a following reign, could not raife our ge- 
nius the leaft in this refpeét. But when the 
{fpirit of the nation was grown more free ; 
tho’ engaged at that time in the fierceft war, 
and with the moft doubtful fuccefs, we no 
fooner began to turn our felves towards Mu- 
fick, and enquire what Italy in particular pro- 
duced, but in an inftant we outftripped our 
neighbouring French, entred into a genius 
far beyond theirs, and raifed our felves an 
ear, and judgment not inferior to the beft 
now in the worid. 


*° In the fame manner, as to Painting. Tho’ 
we have as yet nothing of our own native 
growth in this kind worthy of being menti- 
oned ; yet fince the Publick has of late be- 
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gun to exprefs a relifh for engravings, draw- 
ings, copyings, and for the original painte 
ings of the chief Italian fchools, (fo contra- 
ry to the modern French ) I doubt not, that 
in very few years, we fhall make an equal 
progrefs in this other feience. And when 
our humour turns us to cultivate thefe de- 
figning arts, our genius, I am _ perfuaded, 
will naturally carry us over the flighter a- 
mufements, and lead us to that higher, more 
ferious, and noble part of imitation, which 
relates to hiftory, human Nature, and the 
chief degree or order of Beauty ; I mean 
that of the rational life ; ; diftinet from the 
merely vegetable and fenfible ; as in animals, 
or plants : according to thofe feveral degrees 
or orders of painting, which your Lordfhip 
vill find fuggefted in this extemporary Noti- 
on I have fent you. 


‘© As for Architecture, tis no wonder if fo 
many noble defigns of this kind have mifcar- 
ried amongft us ; fince the genius of our 
nation has hitherto been fo little turned this 
way, that through feveral reigns we have 
patiently feen the nobleft publick buildings 
perifh Cif I may fay fo) under the hand of 
one fingle Court-Architeét ; who, if he had 
been able to have profited by experience, 
would have long fince, at our expence, have 
proved the greateit Mafter in the world. But 
queftion whether our patience is like to 
hold much longer. ‘The devaftation fo long 
committed in this kind, has made us begin 
to grow rude and clamorous at the hearing of 
a new palace f{poiled, or a new defign com- 


mitted to fome rafh or impotent prevender 
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“¢ Tis the good fate of our nation in this 
particular, that there remains yet two of the 
nobleft fubjects for Architecture ; our Prince’s 
palace, and our houfe of Parliament. For I 
cannot but fancy that when Whitehall is 
thought of, the neighbouring Lords and 
Commons will at the fame time be placed in 
better chambers and apartments than at pre- 
fent ; were it only for Majefty’s fake, and as 
a magnificence becoming the perfon of the 
Prince, who here appears in full folemnity. 
Nor do I fear that when thefe new fubjeéts 
are attempted, we fhould mifcarry as grofsly 
as we have done in others before. Our State 
in this refpect, may prove perhaps more 
fortunate than our Church ; in having 
waited till a national tafte was formed, be- 
fore thefe edifices were undertaken. But the 
zeal of the nation could not, it feems, admit 
fo long a delay in their ecclefiaftical ftru- 
€tures ; particularly their Metropolitan. And 
fince the zeal of this fort has been newly 
kindled amongft us, we may fee actually from 
afar the many fpires arifing in our great city, 
with fuch hafty and fudden growth as may 
be the occafion perhaps that our immediate 
relifh may be hereafter cenfured as retaining 
much of what artifts call the Gothick kind, 


“* Hardly, indeed, as the Publick now ftands, 
fhould we bear to fee a Whitehall treated like 
a Hampton-Court, or even a new Cathedral 
like St. Paul’s. Almoft every one now be- 
comes concerned, and intereffes himfelf in 
fuch publick ftru€tures. Even thofe pieces 
too are brought under the common cenfure, 
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which, tho’ raifed by private men, are of 
fuch a grandeur and magnificence, as to be- 
come national ornaments. The ordinary man 
may build his cottage, or the plain Gentle- 
man his country-houfe according as he fan- 
cies: But when a great man builds, he will 
find little quarter from the publick, if inftead 
of a beautiful pile, he raifes, at a vaft ex- 
pence, fuch a falfe and counterfeit piece of 
magnificence as can be juftly arraigned for its 
deformity by fo many knowing men in art, 
and by the whole people ; who, in fuch a 
conjuncture, readily follow their opinion. 


°* In reality, the people are no {mall parties 
in this caufe. Nothing moves fuccefsfully 
without them. ‘There can be no Publick, 
but where they are included. And without 
a publick voice, knowingly guided and di- 
rected, there is nothing which can raife a 
true ambition in the artift ; nothing which 
can exalt the genius of the workman, or 
make him emulous of after-fame, and of the 
apprabation of his country, and of pofterity. 
For with thefe he naturally, as a freeman, 
muft take part : in thefe he has a paffionate 
concern and intereft, raifed in him by the 
fame genius of Liberty, the fame laws and 
government by which his property and the 
rewards of his pains and induftry are fecured 
to him, and to his generation after him. 


“¢ Every thing co-operates, in fuch a ftate, 
towards the improvement of art and {cience. 
And for the defigning Arts in particular, 
fuch as Architecture, Painting and Statuary, 


they are in a manner linked together. The 
an © tafte 
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*€ tafte of one kind brings neceffarily that of 
“ the others along with it. When the free {pi- 
“ rit of a nation turns it felf this way, judg- 
«< ments are formed ; criticks arife ; the pub- 
«* lick eye and ear improves ; a right tafte pre- 
* vails, and in a manner forces its way. No- 
“ thing is fo improving, nothing fo natural, fo 
** congenial to the liberal arts, as that reigning 
liberty and high fpirit of a people, which 
* from the habit of judging in the higheft mat- 
“ ters tor themfelves, makes them freely judge 
‘¢ of other fubjeéts, and enter thorowly into 
“ the characters as well of men and manners, 
“as of the produ¢ts or works of men, in art 
and {cience. So much, my Lord, are we 
owing to the excellence of our national Con- 
{titution, and legal Monarchy, happily fitted 
‘ for us; and which alone could hold together 
“ fo mighty a people; all fharers (tho’ at fo 
“ far a diftance from each other) in the go- 
“ vernment of themfelves ; and meeting under 
** one head in one vaft Metropolis ; whofe e- 
“ normous growth, however cenfurable in other 
“ refpects, is a€tually a caufe that workmanship 


“¢ and arts of fo many kinds arife to fuch per- 
“ fection. 


é 
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“ What encouragement our higher powers 
*« may think fit to give thefe growing Arts, I 
«* will not pretend to guefs. This I only know ; 
“ that ’cis fo much for their advantage and in- 
‘“‘ tereft to make themfelves the chief parties 
“ in the caufe, that I wifh no Court or Mi- 
“ niftry, befides a truly virtuous and wife one, 
** may ever concern themfelves in the affair. 
“ For fhould they do fo, they would in reality 
do more harm than good ; fince ’tis not the 

nature 
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nature of a Court (fuch as Courts generally 
are.) to improve, but rather corrupt a tafte. 
And what is in the beginning fet wrong by 
their example, is hardly ever afterwards reco- 
verable in the genius of a nation. 


“ Content therefore I am, my Lord, that 
Britain ftands in this refpeét as fhe now does. 


“ Nor can one, methinks, with juft reafon re- 
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gret her having hitherto made no greater ad- 
vancement in thefe affairs of art. As her 
Conftitution has grown, and been eftablifhed, 
fhe has in proportion fitted her felf for other 
improvements. ‘There has been no anticipa- 
tion in the cafe. And in this furely fhe muft 
be efteemed wife, as well as happy ; that e’re 
fhe attempted to raife her felf any other tafte 
or relifh, fhe fecured her felf a right one in 
Government. She has now the advantage of 
beginning in other matters, on a new toot. 
She has her Models yet to feek, her Scale and 
Standard to form, with deliberation and good 
choice. Able enough fhe is at prefent to 
fhift for her felf ; however abandoned or 
helplefs fhe has been left by thofe whom it 
became to affift her. Hardly, indeed, could 
fhe procure a fingle Academy for the train- 
ing of her youth in exercifes. As good Sol- 
diers as we are, and as good horfes as our 
climate affords, our Princes, rather than ex- 
pend their treafure this way, have fuffer’d our 
youth to pafs into a foreign nation, to learn 
to ride. As for other Academies, fuch as 
thofe for Painting, Sculpture, or Archite- 
éture, we have not fo much as heard of the 
propofal ; whilft the Prince of our rival na- 


* tion raifes Academies, breeds youth, and 
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fends rewards and penfions into foreign coun- 
tries, to advance the intereft and credit of 
his own. Now if notwithftanding the indu- 
{try and pains of this foreign Court, and the 
fupine unconcernednefs of our own ; the na- 
tional tafte however rifes, and already fhews 
it felf in many refpects beyond that of our 
fo highly affifted neighbours ; what greater 
proof can there be of the fuperiority of ge- 
nius in one of thefe Nations above the o- 
ther ? 


** ?T'is but this moment that I chance to read 
in an article of one of the Gazettes from 
Paris, that it is refolved at Court to eftablifh 
a new Academy for political affairs. In zt the 
prefent chief Minifter is to prefide 5 baviug 
under him fix Academifis douez des Talens né- 
ceffaires. No perfon to be received under the 
age of twenty five. A thoufand Livres penfion 
for each Scholar. Able Mafiers to be ape 
pointed for teaching them the neceffary Sci- 








ences, and inftructing them in the Treaties of 


Peace and Alliances, which have been formerly 
made-——T he Members to affemble three times 
a week. C’eft de ce Seminaire (/ays the 
Writer ) qu’on tirera les Secretaires d’Ambaf- 
fade ; qui par degrez poutront monter a de 
plus hauts Emplois, 








“* IT muft confefs, my Lord, as great an ad- 
mirer as I am of thefe regular infticutions, I 
cannot but look upon an Academy for Mini- 
{ters as a very extraordinary eftablifhment ; 
efpecially in fuch a Monarchy as France, and 
at fuch a conjun¢ture as the prefent. It looks 


* as if the Minifters of that Court had difco- 
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vered lately fome new methods of Negotia- 
tion, fuch as their predeceffors Richelieu and 
Mazarin never thought of : or that, on the 
contrary, they have found themfelves fo de- 
clined, and at fuch a lofs in the management 
of this prefent Treaty, as to be forced to take 
their leffon from fome of thofe Minifters with 
whom they treat : a reproach of which, no 
doubt, they muft be highly fenfible. 


““ But ’tis not my defign here to entertain 
your Lordfhip with any reflections upon Po- 
liticks, or the methods which the French 
may take to raife themfelves new Minifters, 
or new Generals, who may prove a better 
match for us than hitherto, whilft we held 
our old. I will only fay to your Lordfhip on 
this fubjeét of Academies, that indeed I have 
lefs concern for the deficiency of fuch a one 
as this, than of any other which could be 
thought of for England ; and that as for a 
Seminary of Statefmen, I doubt not but, 
without this extraordinary help, we fhall be 
able, out of our old ftock, and the common 
courfe of bufinefs, conftantly to furnifh a 
fufficient number of able-headed and duly qua- 
lified perfons to ferve upon occafion, either 
at home, or in our foreign Treaties ; as 
often as fuch perfons accordingly qualified 


* fhall duly, honeftly, and Lona fide be required 


to ferve. 


“ I return therefore to my Virtuofo Science ; 
which being my chief amufement in this 
place and circumftance, your Lordfhip has 
by it a frefh inftance that I can never employ 
my thoughts with fatisfaction in any fubject, 
“ with- 
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without making you a party. For. even this 
very No T10N has had its rife chiefly from 
the converfation of a certain day, which I 
had the happinefs to pafs a few years fince in 
the country with your Lordfhip: ’IT'was there 
you fhewed me fome engravings which had 
been fent you from Italy. And one in par- 
ticular I well remember, of which the fubjeét 
was the very fame with that of my written 
NoTtion inclosd: But by what hand it 
was done, or after what mafter, or how ex- 
ecuted, I have quite forgot. *Iwas the fum- 
mer-feafon, when you had recefs from bufi- 
nefs. And I have accordingly calculated this 
Epiftle and Projeét for the fame recefs and 
leifure. For by the time this can reach 
England, the fpring will be far advane’d, 
and the national affairs in a manner over 
with thofe who are not in the immediate ad- 
miniftration. 


“© Were that indeed your Lordfhip’s lot at 
prefent, I know not whether in regard to my 
country I fhould dare throw fuch amufements 
as thefe in your way. Yet even in this cafe, 
I would venture to fay however, in defence 
of my project, and of the caufe of Painting, 
that could my young Hero come to your 
Lordfhip as well reprefented as he might have 
been, either by the hand of a * Marat or a 
Jordano (the mafters who were ftill in being, 
and in repute, when I firft travelled here in 
Italy) the Pitture itfelf, whatever the Trea- 


* Carlo Marat was yet alive, at the time this letter 
was written; but had been long fuperannuated, and in-~ 
capable of any confiderable performance. 
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tife proved, would certainly have been worth 
notice, and might have become a prefent 
worthy of our court, and prince’s palace ; 
efpecially were it fo bleffed, as to lodge with- 
in it a royal iffue of her Majefty’s. Such a 
piece of furniture might well fit the gallery, 
or hall of exercifes, where our young Princes 
fhould learn their ufual leffons. And to fee 
virtue in this garb and action, might perhaps 
be no flight memorandum hereafter to a roy- 
al youth, who fhould one day come to un- 
dergo this trial himfelf; on which his own 


“© happinefs, as well as the fate of Europe and 


of the world, would in fo great a meafure 
depend. 


“¢ This, my Lord, is making (as you fee) the 
moft I can of my project, and fetting off my 
amufements with the beft colour I am able ; 
that I may be the more excufable in commu- 
nicating them to your Lordfhip, and expref- 


** fing thus with what zeal I am, 


My Lorpb, 
Your Lordfbip’s 
moft Faithful, 


\ ve Naples, March 6. N. S, 


1712, Humble Servant, 


SHAFTESBURY:. 
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ARTICLE VIL 


La RELIGION des GAULOIS, tirée des 
plus pures Sources de |’ Antiquité. Par 
le R. P. Dom, * * * Relicteux Bénédidtin 
de la Congregation de S&. Maur. Ou- 
vrage enrichi de Figures en Taille- 
douce. A Paris, chez Saugrain Fils. 
1727. 


That is, 


THE RELIGION of the Gauls, taken from 
ancient Autbors and Monuments. In Two 
Volumes 4to. ‘The 1ft Vol. pags. 535. 
ad Vol. pags. 513. 


AVING in the former Journal given an 

ample account of the firft Book, I fhall 
now difpatch the reft. The fecond treats of 
the principal Gods honoured by the Gauls, before 
they were fubdued by the Romans. Efus was un- 
doubtedly the chief obje€t of their worthip ; 
but it is difputed who he was. . Several believe 
him to have been the fame with Mars, but our 
Author pretends he was God Almighty. For, 1. 
z Sueto- 
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Suetonius f tells us that #/far in Tufcan fig- 
nified God ; and Hefychius fays the fame thing 
of “Arcs. Now the Tufcan, or antient lan- 
guage of Itaiy, was the fame as that of the 
Umbrians, who, according to Solinus, Ifidore 
of Sevil, and the ancient Greek Interpreter of 
Lycophron, were a colony of Gauls, and con- 
fequently {poke Celtic. ‘The Author alfo pre- 
tends that the word Efus is the fame as Zeus, 
not only as to the meaning, (for it fignifies 
merely God *) but alfo as to the letters and 
fyllables. He obferves alfo that com, the femi- 
nine of as or Efus, though it was latterly ufed 
to fignify Deftiny, yet according to Ariftotle || 
and the Etyiiologicon magnum fignifies originally 
God, and his eternal Exiftence. ‘To confirm 
this further, he obferves, that as he had 
before proved that the Celtic was much the 
fame with the antient Greek, which Cad- 
mus brought out of Phoonicia, fo a great num- 
ber of Hiftorians and Grammarians tell us that 
the ancient Latin was the fame as the Greek. 
Feftus + fays, that in the time of Romulus 
there was no difference between them, but a 
little in the pronunciation. Plutarch relates 
that in the time of Marcellus, the Latin was 
{till very much intermixed with Greek. Varro 
and Dionyfius of Hialicarnaffus fay the fame 
thing ; and Pliny adds, that the old Latin 
characters were the fame as the Ionic. 2. Pli- 
ny + alfo gives the indefinite Title of Gop to 
the Deity whom the Gauls worthipped in the 


+ In Augufto, 
* Arift. de mundo, lib, 1, & 7. 
|| aizuv 4 dei Eouye 
+ Verb. Romanus. 
A Lib. 16. c. 44. 
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oak. Hence he argues, that Efus was the true 
God, to whom other nations raifed altars under 
the name of the unknown God. As Efus was the 
fupreme Deity of the Gauls, fo they offered no 
facrifices to any other Deity whatfoever but un- 
der an oak, to fhow that he was the end and 
object of every aét of their religion. Tacitus * 
has a remarkable paflage concerning the Semno- 
eS, who were of the fame religion, wiz. * That 
* none durft enter into the facred grove, where 
« they performed their worfhip, without a chain, 
* to exprefs their dependance upon God, and his 
* dominion over them: that if a perfon chanced 
“to fall, he durft not offer to rife again upon his 
: ‘ feet, nor was it lawful for any one to help him 
“Up; but he was obliged to roll or craw! out of 
“the grove the beft way he could: and that all 
* their myfteries, and their whole religion, was a 
© folemn declaration, that God, who dwelt in the 
© oak, reigned over all things, and that all de- 
© pended upon him, and obeyed his will’. The 
Gauls, while their religion continued pure, had 
no ftatues or images of any God, but utterly 
abhorred them. But yet at laft in the reign of 
Tiberius the traders of Paris (Naute Par if act) 
re prefented Efus in a human fhape, naked down 
to the middle, in the pofture of a gardiner with 
a hook in his hand pruning a tree ; fo he appears 
upon a monument in the Cathedral of Paris, 
difcovered in 1711. Jupiter alfo begun to fharé, 
and at laft engroffed the worfhip paid to Efus. 
In this book, the author gives a particular detail 
of the Gods of the Gauls, with the figures un- 
der which they were reprefented, and an expli- 
cation of their fymbols and infcriptions. A- 


* De mor. Germ. 
FEBRUARY 1728. I mong 
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mong other things there is a curious differtation 
upon the God Mythras, or the Sun, and the 
ceremonies of his worfhip. He tells us, that 
upon the firft of January the Gauls masked them- 
felves in honour of him, and difguifed them- 
felves like women, monfters, and all forts of 
beafts, thofe efpecially that reprefented the con- 
ftellations, which were facred to this God. We 
find St. Cefarius *, in a fermon which he preach- 
ed on a firft of January in the fifth century, ex- 
claiming againft this practice: Lhe Pagans, fays 
he, confound the order of all things; they drefs 
themfelves up in brutifh foapes, and endeavour to 
make themfelves like the Gods they worfbip. Thefe 
wretches, and, which is worfe, thofe who have 
been regenerated by the facred waters of baptifin, 
difguife themfelves in fuch monftrous figures, that 
it is bard to fay whether they deferve our laughter 
or compaffion moft. For what wife man can believe, 
that people of good fenfe foould debafe themfelves fo 
Jow, as to take the form of brutes? Some cover 
themfelves with the skins of animals, others drefs 
up their beads like that of fome beaft; and all 
fiudy to disfigure themfelves fo, that one would take 
them for any thing rather than men. Wherebdy 
they foow that their minds are more brutifh than 
their figures. For though they be very ingenious at 
rveprefenting feveral forts of beafts, yet they bave 
more of the brute in the infide than the out. St. 
Afterius alfo, Bifhop of Apamea, in a difcourfe 
he made upon the fame occafion, ufes thefe 
words : That brave, that great general, who was 


‘the terror of the enemy, and renowned for bis 


mighty decds, 7s now dreffed in a flowing robe, 
that trails upon the ground ; and in the habit of a 


* Ap. Aug. T. 5¢ Append, Serm. 129. ce 
WOMAN, 
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woman, be appears armed with a diftaff, {pinning 
with the fame right band wherewith he gained fo 
many victories, and foftens bis mafculine voice to 
an effeminate (queak. 'Thefe masks alfo performed 
the parts of jugglers, buffoons, and pantomimes 
or Scaramouches in the ftreets, as fome likewife 
did ftark naked, and with the fex of a woman, 
which our author cannot tell how they contri- 
ved. ‘This appears plainly from two antient fta- 
tues at Nimes. I mention thefe particulars the 
rather, becaufe they have fome fmall relation to 
our mafquerades, which feem not improbably to 
have derived their original from this antient 
practice of the Gauls, but fo wonderfully im- 


proved by that ingenuity and fine tafte which the 


moderns difcover in all their pleafures, that from 
a barbarous and ridiculous piece of heathen fu- 
perftition, it is become the politeft entertain- 
ment of the age. I fay this to obviate the mif- 
reprefentations of thofe cenforious people, who 
would make the world believe that we have on- 
ly changed the object of our devotions, and that 
thefe noéturnal affemblies are dedicated to the 
fervice and honour of Venus. 


The third book is fpent upon the explication 
of the above-mentioned monuments in the Cathe- 
dral of Paris, and of the figures of the column 
found at Cuff. In the fourth, we have a particu- 
lar account of the Gods of the Gauls of the fecond 
clafs. Among them was Onuava, or Venus Ca- 
leftis ; fhe was reprefented with a woman’s head, 
and a fifh’s body. The reafon of giving her 
this figure was, that in the war of the Gods 
with Typhon fhe hid herfelf in a ffh *. Upon 


* Pifce Venus latuit. Ovid. Met. 5. fab, 5. 
I2 this 
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this account alfo it was that the Syrians (by 
whom fhe was firft of all worfhipped) abftained 
from eating fifh, or rather looked upon them as 
Gods t. They fancied. that Venus punifhed 
thofe, who did eat any, with boils and fores; 
and if they happened to have fuch break out af- 
ter eating fifh, they endeavoured publickly to 
expiate their crime, and appeafe the Goddefs: 
they covered themfelves with rags and fackcloth, 
fat down on a dunghil by the highway-fide, or 
roiled themfelves in the mud, in order to obtain 
their pardon by thefe penances + Men were 
forbid to enter her temple. In Babylon, and 
Cyprus ||, where fhe was worfhipped, the women 
were indifpenfibly obliged to proftitute them- 
felves once in their lives to ftrangers, and to 
bind themfelves by vow not to quit the temple 
till they were /anétified. Sothat thofe who were 
not handfome continued ftrolling there for three 
or four years, and fometimes longer, before any 
body was fo charitable as to difchargejthem. In 
order to this they went to the temple, having 
their heads bound about with cords in form of a 
crown ; there they were feparated from each 
other by ropes forming feveral allies, into which 
the ftrangers entered to pick them up ; the man- 
ner of doing which was this: the ftranger threw 
a piece of money into the woman’s lap that he 
made choice of, faying, I énvoke upon thee the 
Godde/s Mylitta (the Affyrian name for Venus) ; 
fhe was obliged to follow him, bandfome or ugly, 
into a corner, and there after he had pulled her 
crown of cords in pieces, to accomplifh her vow 


+t Cie. de Nat. Deor. 1. 3. 
$+ Plut. de Superft. 


H Herod. 1.4. c. 199. Pauf: in Bzot. 
with 
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with him ; which being done, fhe retired boly and 
= to Venus. ‘The Author obferves from 
Jofephus *, that the habit of a fuppliant among 
the Syrians was fackcloth, and a crown of cords. 


The practices of the priefts of Venus were ftill . 


more abominable ; for it was their profeffed bu- 
finefs to be Catamites ¢t. They dreffed them- 
felves up like women, they. affected an effemi- 
nate and languifhing voice and mien, and pra- 
ctifed all the airs of coquets, to allure 5 men to 
their embraces. 

The Author obferves, that ferpents were dei- 
fied and worfhipped over the whole world; by 
the Phenicians, Chaldeans, Egyptians, Greeks, 
Romans, Gauls, €c. ‘The Jews alfo made a 
God of Mofes’s brazen ferpent. In Epirus ¢ 
there was a grove enclofed with a wall, and fa- 
cred to Apollo, in which were a great number 
of ferpents, fuppofed to be’ defcended from the 


Python killed by him, and a virgin was appoint~ - 


ed to attend and feed them. There was fuch 
another grove near Lavinium, dedicated to Juno 
of Argos. Upon certain days they introduced 
into this grove fome young girls blindfolded, 
with a fort of pafte for the ferpents, which it is 
faid they would not touch if the girls were not 
chafte. Every one knows that the Romans, af- 
ter a terrible-plaxue, fent to fetch the ferpent 
that was adored at’ Epidaurus ; that he came of 
his own accord'into their fhip, and chofe his 
refidence ih an °*ifland of the Tiber, where d vine 
honours were’ paid to’him by the people of Rome, 
who looked upon him as a God of health. Fin 


* Antiq. 1. 8. c. §. 7 
{ jul. Firm. err. prof. telig. ‘ci 4. - oe 
+ Elian. lib. 11. c. 2: : if aryr oT f 
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this accotint alfo it was that the Syrians (by 
whom fhe was firft of all worfhipped) abftained 
from eating fifh, or rather looked upon them as 
Gods t. They fancied. that Venus punifhed 
thofe, who did eat any, with boils and fores; 
and if they happened to have fuch break out af- 
ter eating fifh, they endeavoured publickly to 
expiate their crime, and appeafe the Goddefs: 
they covered themfelves with rags and fackcloth, 
fat down on a dunghil by the highway-fide, or 
roiled themfelves in the mud, in order to obtain 
their pardon by thefe penances + Men were 
forbid to enter her temple. In Babylon, and 
Cyprus ||, where fhe was worfhipped, the women 
were indifpenfibly obliged to proftitute them- 
felves once in their lives to ftrangers, and to 
bind themfelves by vow not to quit the temple 
till they were /anétified. So that thofe who were 
not handfome continued ftrolling there for three 
or four years, andfometimes longer, before any 
body was fo charitable as to difchargejthem. In 
order to this they went to the temple, having 
their heads bound about with cords in form of a 
crown ; there they were feparated from each. 
other by ropes forming feveral allies, into which 
the ftrangers entered to pick them up ; the man- 
ner of doing which was this: the ftranger threw 
a piece of money into the woman’s lap that he 
made choice of, faying, I znvoke upon thee the 
Godde/s Mylitta (the Affyrian name for Venus) ; 
fhe was obliged to follow him, handfome or ugly, 
into a corner, and there after he had pulled her 
crown of cords in pieces, to accomplifh her vow 


+ Cie? de Nat. Deor. 1. 3. 
+ Plut. de Superft. 


H Herod. ‘I. 4. c.. 199. Pauf. in Beot. 
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with him ; which being done, fhe retired boly and 
—e to Venus. ‘The Author obferves from 
Jofephus *, that the habit of a fuppliant among 
the Syrians was fackcloth, and a crown of cords. 


The practices of the priefts of Venus were ftill . 


more abominable ; for it was their profeffed bu- 
finefs to be Catamites ¢t. ‘They dreffed them- 
felves up like women, they affected an effemi- 
nate and languifhing voice and mien, and pra- 
ctifed all the airs of coquets, to allure men to 
their embraces. 

The Author obferves, that ferpents were dei- 
fied and worfhipped over the whole world; by 
the Phenicians, Chaldeans, Egyptians, Greeks, 
Romans, Gauls, €&c. ‘The Jews alfo made a 
God of Mofes’s brazen ferpent. In Epirus ¢ 
there was a grove enclofed with a wall, and fa- 
cred to Apollo, in which were a great number 
of ferpents, fuppofed to be’ defcended from the 


Python killed by him, and a virgin was appoint- - 


ed to attend and feed them. There was fuch 
another grove near Lavinium, dedicated to Juno 
of Argos. Upon certain days they introduced 
into this grove fome young girls blindfolded, 
with a fort of jpafte for the ferpents, which it is 
faid they would not touch if the girls were not 
chafte. Every one knows that the Romans, af- 
ter a terrible-plague, fent to fetch the ferpent 
that was adored at’ Epidaurus ; that he came of 
his own accord‘ into their fhip, and chofe his 
refidence in an‘ifland of the Tiber, where d vine 
honours were’ paid to’ him by the people of Rome, 
who looked upon him as a God of health, TE 


* Antiq. 1. 8. ¢. §. 


{ jul. Firm. err. prof. relig, ci + ti 
4 Elian. lib, 11. ¢. 2: : i ays otf f 
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pypt however was always the place where fer- 
pents were held in the greateft veneration. They 
reprefented God by a ferpent or dragon, with 
a hawk’s head, becaufe of the great agility of 
that bird. Hence poffibly we may account for 
Antiochus being pleafed with the firname of a 
hawk, iétexé¢. Sanchoniathon and Philo of 
Biblos * have left us a full account of the ori- 
gin of the apotheofis of ferpents. 


The Author alfo produces fome ancient In- 
{criptions, which by their ftile are conjetured ' 
to be of the 4th or sth century, and are facred 
to the tutelar Gods, the males of which were 
called Su/fi, and the females Suleve, Compeftres 
and Silvane@. 'The Gauls ¢ held that thefe fe- 
male Deities fometimes formed to themfelves 
bodies, and appeared to thofe men for whom 
they had an affe€tion, and granted them the laft 
favour, after which they vanifhed and became 
invifible ; and “twas no uncommon thing among 
the Gauls to boaft of their being defcended from 
them. Some think the Sut and Suleve were 
the fame ; but others are of opinion that the 
formet were the males, and the fame with thofe 
called Dufij, who were as fond of women as 
the females were of men. St. Auftin || feems 
to have believed all this fo firmly, that he fays 
it is impudence to deny it ; and many more 
of the Fathers were of the fame mind. 
To thefe Fairies they ereéted Chapels in 
the fields, which were called Cancgli ; and 


$ ABlian de animal. 1.7. ¢. 45. 
* Eufeb. Prap, Ev. 1. 1. ¢. 10. 
1 Burch. Decret. 1, 19, ¢ 5+ 
{) De Cryit, lib. 15. c. 23. n. J 
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thither they ufed to come with torches, and of- 
ferings for the Deity : they -facrificed a fow, and 
pronounced magical words upon their bread, 
herbs, and certain knots which they tied, in 
order to charm them: Thefe things they hid 
in a tree, or at the meeting of two, three, or 
more crofs-ways, whereby they pretended not 
only to preferve their own cattle, but to de- 
{troy thofe of their enemies. From hence it 
would feem that the Gauls were poffeffed with 
thofe whimfical notions of the Cabalifts or Ro- 
ficrucians, which are expofed in the Count of 
Gabalis t. His Sylpbs and Sylpbids are cer- 
tainly the fame with the Su/fi and Suleve of the 
Gauls, and he talks of them in the fame manner 
as they did: For, p. 54. a Sylpbid, fays he, be- 
comes immortal, and capable of the bappine/s to 
which we afpire, when fhe is fo fortunate as to 
get married to a human Sage: and p. 61. he 
{peaks of the love and gratitude of thefe invifible 
miftreffes, and with what ardor they firive to 
pleafe thefe charitable philofophers who endeavour 
to immortalize them ; {fo the Gauls honoured 
their Su/eve as tutelar Deities, gue curam no- 
ftram agunt. Our Author fuppofes thefe Deities 
to be the fame with the Dee Matres, Matra, or 
MMatrone of the Romans. 


In the sth Book, which treats of the Fune-e 
rals, Tombs, Urus, &c. of the Gauls, the Aug 


+ Publifhed in 1670 by the Abbe de Villars. Some 
think he took the fubftance of his book from two Let- 
ters written in 1666 from Copenhagen by one Borri, an 
impudent Alchymift, Mountebank and Heretic, who hy 
his charafer feems to have been an adept in the occult 
fclences. See Bayle. 
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thor gives us a differtation concerning their fus 
neral Monuments confecrated /ub Afcia. This 
expreffion and the figure of the A/cia which is 
frequently found cut upon the tomb, have puz- 
zled feveral antiquaries. Some pretend that the 
word A/cia is compounded of ana and ad, and 
therefore that /ub Afcia dedicare fignified to erect 
a monument in the open air. Others fuppofe 
that A/cia was a fort of an hatchet wherewith 
ordinary people polifhed their tombs, which 
were only of brick ; and that this was the pra- 
tice forbidden by one of the laws of the twelve 
tables : Rogum Afcia ne poleito. Dom Mabillon 
thinks it fignifies an ax ; and that by the for- 
mule /ub Afcia, we are to underftand the pain of 
death threatned to thofe who fhould violate the 
fepulchre. F. Menetrier imagines that A/cza is 
a mafon’s trowel, for which he quotes Vitru- 
vius’s Architecture, lib. 7. cap. 2. Macerata 
calx Afcia dolatur ; and that {ub Afcia dedicavit, 
fignifies that he who erected the monument took 
a trowel with mortar upon it, and laid the firft 
ftone of the work ; a ceremony which is pra- 
ctifed to this day in great buildings. But the 
Author fays he miftakes Vitruvius, and that 
Afcia does not fignify a trowel. Others again 
explain A/cza to be a hammer, which the Gauls 
placed upon tombs as a Talifman, to keep them 
inviolable ; and that they ufed certain formules 
of confecration or imprecation upon this hari- 
mer, Which they held in the air over the mo- 
nument, conjuring that inftrument not to aflift 
in deftroying a work which it had helped: to 
raife. The opinion which the Author tells us 
fome French Clergymen of merit and diftin@tion 
conceived of an Ajcia which they found cut up- 
on 
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on a ftone that covered a ledden coffin, dug 
up at Ferriol neat Befancgon, is pleafant e- 
nough. Becaufe it fomewhat refembled a crofs, 
they took it to be really one, and were upon 
the point of tranfporting the reliques of the 
new-difcovered Saint to fome facred place, in 
order to receive the honours due to them, when 
the Abbé Boifot arriving, informed them that 
it was not acrofs but an A/cia, and that the perfon 
who lay under it had been no Saint, but a hea- 
then. After having given thefe and other opi- 
nions about the A/cia, the Author propofes his 
own, and affirms that it is a howe, or fort of 
pickax for digging up the ground, which is to 
this day called Affados, or Aiffados in Langue- 
doc. This Afcia he pretends was not an inftru- 
ment of common ufe, but confecrated and em- 
ployed only for digging of graves ; and that it 
is the fame with what Sidonius Apollinaris * in 
a letter to his nephew calls Raftram funeore, 
wherewith the Gauls digged their graves. He 
thinks this appears plainly to be the fignification 
of the word from the Latin proverb, zp/e mihi 
afciain in crns impegi ; which is what often hap- 
pens to thofe who work with this inftru- 
mént. 


_ From hence he explains that Law of the XII 
‘Tables, Rogum Afcia ne poleito. Thofe laws, he 
fays, were written when the Romans talked 
Greek either entirely or in a great meafure, as 
has been obferved above ; and all the words of 
this law are purely Greek, and not Latin. Ro- 
gis, Tays he, is not a funeral pile, but a ditch, 


* Lib. 3. Ep, 12. 
or 


og re ee ee ae 


—— 





























ae ee 


yao 











































118 The Prefent State of Art. 8. 


or grave, ‘Pazas or ‘Pwfuds : Afcia is a howe or 
pickax, and comes from dex or acxiw, to la- 
bour, cultivate, work: nor does poleito come 
from the Latin word polire, to polifh or {mooth, 
but from maAée to till, dig or plow up; and in 
this fenfe the Greeks faid Nma@ yi % refma@, 
a piece of ground that had been twice and thrice 
tilled. Upon this footing, this famous law, 
which has racked the brains of all our Anti- 
yuaries to explain it, contained only a prohibi- 


tion to dig graves with an inftrument of iron 


or copper, fuch as the Afcia. And indeed it 
was a tradition obferved by the remoteft anti- 
quity, that no inftrument made of thefe metals 
fhould be ufed in fepulchres fF. 

This book contains a great many curious ob- 
fervations concerning the funerals of the Gauls, 
as well as the ancient Francs ; particularly an 
account of the tomb of K. Childeric, difcovered 
at Tournay in 1653. 


I conclude this extraét, by doing the Author 
the juftice to own, that confidering the remote- 
nefs of the times he treats of, and the obfcurity 
that naturally arifes from thence, as well as from 
that maxim of the Druids to commit no part 
of their Religion to writing, and from the fi- 
lence of moft Authors, and the miftakes and 
contradi€tions of others upon this fubjeét, he 
feems (to me at leaft) to have handled it very 
clearly, and in an entertaining manner; and 
though he differs in feveral things from the opi- 
nions commonly received among the learned, to 
have given fufficient proofs of thofe he advances 
as his own. It were to be wifhed that fome of 
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our own ingenious countrymen would be at the 
pains to collect all the antiquities relating to 
the religion of the Druids, which are to be met 
with in Great Britain and Ireland. Such a work 
would certainly be very agreeable to all the 
learned. Mr. Toland had formed a laudable defign 
of this nature, as appears by his letters to the 
Lord Molefworth, of which and his other works 
I may probably give an account fome time or 
other, as alfo of Mr. Rowland’s Mong antiqua 
refiaurata. I do not know whether I ought to 
own my tafte; but I have a great deal more 
pleafure in enquiring into the antiquities and 
curiofities of my own country than of any other, 
even thofe of antient Greece and Rome. : 





ARTICLE IX. 


A VINDICATION of the Civil Effa- 
blifhment of Religion: wherein fome Po- 
fitions of Mr. Chandler, the Author of 
Literal Scheme, &c. and an anonymous 
Letter on that Subje&, are occafionally 
confidered. With an Appendix, contain- 
ing a Letter from the Reverend Dr. Mar- 
fhall, and an Anfwer to the fame. By 


J, Rogers, D. D. Canon of Wells, and 
oasish Chap- 
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Chaplain in ordinary to bis Majefty. Lon- 
don: Printed for W. and J. Innys. 1728. 
pag. 4oo. in 8% befides a Preface of 
12. 


T HE defign of this work is to fix the pro- 
per and long difputed limits of authority 
and liberty in matters of religion; in doing 
which, the Author, to avoid the wranglings in- 
cident to perfonal controverfies, has thought fit 
to proceed rather by direct affertions, and from 
principles to conclufions, than by refuting the 
arguments of his adverfaries. 

I pafs the Introduction, though pretty long, 
becaufe it is wholly employed in complaining of 
the foul language and ill ufage, which the Au- 
thor fays he has met with from fome of his op- 
ponents. In his firft- chapter he propofes to 
prove, That Religion, or a certain f{cheme and 
profeffion of Religion, may juftly be eftablifhbed by 
civil power 5 and on this all the reft of his Plan 
depends. It muft be obferved, that by Reli- 
gion he here means, not the internal principle, 
but the outward acts of it which are apparent 
to men, as profeffions of faith, modes of wor- 
fhip, €%c. and in this fenfe only he affirms it to 
be a proper fubjec&t of human laws. He dedu- 
ces his propofition from.thefe two principles: 
1. That the nature and ends of civil fociety require 
the eftablifoment of fone Religion. 2.' That there 
is notbing in the nature of , Religion, inconfifient 
with (uch eftablifoment. .'The fum of his reafon- 
ing upon the firft of thefe points is : That inter- 
nal Religion, 2. e. the belief, reverence, and love 
of an infinitely juft, powerful, and omnifcient Be- 
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ing, is a principle the moft effectual to promote 
and fecure the ends of civil fociety; therefore 
it becomes a proper care of civil authority to 
cultivate this principle; which can be done no 
other way than by provifions for education and 
inftru€tion, €c. and by dire¢ting and encoura- 
ging fuch outward actions, as are prefumptive 
evidences of this inward principle. For, fays 
he,, all human laws will refer to fome particular 
actions,. and confequently in this cafe muft 
point out fome particular fyftem of outward re- 
ligious actions, declarations of belief, modes of 
worfhip, €%c. as the only prefumptive evidences 
of internal piety; and whatever fyftem of this 
kind is thus pointed out and encouraged by law, 
is the eftablifhed Religion of that community. 
And in anfwer to all the authorities of private 
writers that favour.the contrary opinion, the 
Doétor obferves that his argument is fupported 
by univerfal fact, and approved by all legiflators 
or governments that are or have been in the 
world. So much for Deifts. But with Chrifti- 
ans our Author argues, that the civil eftablifh- 
ment of Religion by buman authority cannot be 
in itfelf a moral evil, becaufe there was fuch an 
eftablifhment among the Jews appointed by di- 
vine authority. As to the fecond point, it is 
objected, “ ‘That Religion is an internal princi- 
“* ple, not fubjeft to human infpection ; that 
“‘ every man muft believe according to his own 
** convictions; that no civil authority can make 
‘ ‘him do otherwife, or fatisty him that an acti- 
“on is agreeable to the divine Will, which in 
“* his.own judgment appears contrary to it; that 
** human reafon in thefe acts is fubjeét to God 
“* only, and that this fubmiffion is every man’s 
** Religion ; and therefore that Religion is ex- 
“* empt 
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<¢ empt from civil authority, and incapable of 
“* being dire€ted or prefcribed by a civil efta- 
“° blifhment ”. The Doétor owns all the pre- 
mifes, but denies the conclufions, 1. All mo- 
ral virtues, fays he, as a¢ts, habits, and difpo- 
fitions of the mind, are no more fubjeét to hu- 
man authority than the internal acts of Religi- 
on. Neverthelefs the outward actions, which 
are prefumptive evidences of fuch inward difpo- 
fitions, fall properly under human laws. 2. It 
may be urged, “‘ That if a magiftrate be al- 
** lowed to direét by what outward aétions I 
“° fhall evidence my Religion, a power will heres 
“* by be given him of requiring a€tions from me 
“© contrary to the convictions of my confcience. 
But, fays the Doctor, a right in the magiftrate 
to prefcribe fuch or fuch aétions as conditions of 
his favour, does not imply a right to force an 
active compliance with fuch prefcriptions. There 
is alfo a wide difference between being compel- 
led to aét according to the magiftrate’s perfuafi- 
ons, and being reftrained from ating according 
to one’s own. Befides, the fame cafe may hap- 
pen in moral virtues. A magiftrate may require 
me to evidence my juftice by an action I think 
unjuft ; and if this argument will exclude him 
from all dire€tion in one cafe, it will equally 
exclude him inthe other. As to the diftinéti- 
on, that Religion is merely a perfonal matter, 
but that the law of nature deeply affects fociety, 
the Doctor obferves that every man has the fame 
liberty of collecting his law of nature as his Re- 
ligion from his own reafon ; that thus colleéted 
they are both perfonal matters, and he is alone 
and perfonally accountable to God for both. 
But when he proceeds to a¢t upon the principles 
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and his Religion become focial matters ; and if 
the magiftrate has to do with every man’s law of 
nature, as it concerns the peace of fociety, he 
has juft as much to do with his Religion. 

The fecond chapter is divided into nine f{eéti- 
ons; in the firft of which the Author enquires, 
Ox whofe judgment the choice of the Religion to 
be eftablifhed depends ; upon what motives, con- 
fultation and advice that queftion may reafonably 
be determined. Now, fays he, though religious 
confiderations may be among the motives to an 
eftablifhment of fome religion, yet as the act it 
felf is purely civil, it muft be determined by 
the judgment of the fupreme civil magiftrate ; 
whofe refolutions can arife only from the con- 
victions of his own confcience, and the conclu- 
fions of his own wifdom, formed upon fuch 
lights as are before him, with fuch information 
and advice as he may reafonably take with him. 
He may alfo repeal an eftablifhment whenever 
he fees reafon fo to do. But if no fcruples arife 
in his own mind, he is not obliged to feek for 
them ; and if any impertinent difputant will be 
offering them to him, he has the fame reafon to 
refufe to hear him, as he had to be fatisfied at 
firft. 

Religion, fays he, is that fyftem of doétrines, 
worfhip and adminiftrations, in the profeflion 
and ufe of which a religious fociety combines ; 
together with the orders of polity and diftin- 
ction of offices obtaining in it. Thefe are the 
outward acts of it, which alone are capable of 
being the fubject of human laws ; and being 
the fubjeét of thofe rules, which are the terms 
of union in that fociety, the civil eftablifhment 
of that Religion can imply nothing elfe, but 
adding civil fanétions to the rules of that fo- 
ciety, 
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ciety, and fo making them alfo laws of the 
community. In the third fection, he enquires 
what civil rewards and encouragements may rea- 
fonably and jufily be aunexed to an eftablifoed Re- 
ligion. The Magiftrate, fays he, being {fuppo- 
fed to be cenvinced of the truth of a certain 
tyftem of Religion, and that its worfhip is ac- 
ceptable to God, and its doétrines and difci-+ 
pline conducive to the peace, virtue and inte- 
refts of the community, he may reafonably efteem 
it his duty to fupport the adminiftrations of it, 
and to recommend it to his fubjects, by appoint- 
ing perfons properly qualified to inftruét them 
in it, to perfuade their converfion to it, and to 
officiate in the ordinances of it to as many as 
fhall be converted, with proper encouragements 
of honour and fupport. And if he thinks his 
fellow-worfhippers better qualified for his fer- 
vice, and that their principies give him greater 
fecurity in their fidelity, than in other men’s, he 
may reafonably diftinguifh them by fuch marks 
of favour and confidence, as by the conftitution 
are left in his difcretionary difpofal. For the 
Magiftrate cannot be denied the fame liberty of 
placing his favours, and chufing his fervants, 
that any private man claims. By the Magi- 
ftrate, the Author always means the fupreme 
civil Legiflature; in virtue of which character, 
whatever favours he confers, he may alfo con- 
firm by law, and then they become a legal pro- 
perty ; and the civil Power is therefore obliged 
to maintain them, efpecially if bound by folemn 
oath fo to do. Nor can it be an offence againft 
charity, or any moral rule of human conduct, 
for the perfons entitled to fuch right, to call for 
the aid of-civil Power, and the execution of 
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the law in defence of them whenever they 
are invaded. In the fourth fection he examines 
what penalties and difcouragemeuts civil power 
may juftly annex to the laws eftcblifbing any {cheme 
of Religion. 'Thofe who do not comply with. 
fuch laws may juftly be excluded from the fa- 
vours, which the magiftrate has a right to be- 
ftow at difcretion. ‘The Author obferves far- 
ther, that if the magiftrate may limit his fer- 
vice, or his favour, to the profeffion of a parti- 
cular Religion, then he may require fuch pro- 
feffion as a qualification for his fervice ; and if 
there be any other Religion from whence he ap- 
prehends danger to the publick, or infidelity to 
himfelf, he may for the fame reafons infift upon 
{ufficient evidences that the perfon propofed is 
not of that Religion. Now joining in the wor- 
fhip, and partaking in the ordinances of a Re- 
ligion, is the fureft proof that a perfon is really 
of that Religion; and that he is not of any 
other. This is no more than what any private 
fubject may do, and theretore cannot be denied 
the fupreme magiftrate. Upon thefe principles 
our Author takes occafion to juftify the impo- 
fing of Tefts, as a qualification for publick offi- 
ces. , 
It is objeéted, 1. That ’tis a profanation of fo 


folemn an aé of Chriftian Religion as receiving 


the Eucharift, to make it a condition of civil 
favour. The Doétor anfwers, That if being of 
the eftablifhed Church may be required as a 
condition, he cannot imagine what profanenefs 
itis, for one who is fo, to teftify it by any act of 
his Religion. If he receives unworthily, that 
is not the magiftrate’s fault, but his own ; for 
his Religion requires him to be always prepared. 
Befides, the command of the magiftrate in this 
FepRUARY 1728, K cafe 
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cafe is not abfolute, but conditional. 2. How- 
ever, it puts men under great temptation to be 
hypocrites. But, fays the Doétor, does the 
law make them hypocrites? Both thefe objeéti- 
ons lye with equal force againft the oaths of al- 
legiance and {upremacy. 3. An ordinance infti- 
tuted as a pledge of love, is hereby turned into 
a diftinétion of parties, an inftrument of ftrife, 
and an occafion of hatred and animofities. But, 
fays the Doétor, Chrift intended this ordinance 
as much to be a diftinétion of his difciples from 
other men, as a pledge of union among them- 
felves ; and in both thefe intentions it is required 
in the prefent cafe. In fhort, fays he, if the 
magiftrate may juftly limit his favour to men of 
any particular character, he may juftly require 
any actions in evidence of that character, which 
that character is reafonably fuppofed to qualify 
and oblige men to perform. Negative penalties 
therefore may juftly be affixed to a bare incom- 
pliance with an eftablifhed Religion. 

In the fifth fection he enquires, what pe- 
nalties may be affixed to an altive oppofition of 
the laws of an eftablifoment. Such laws may 
be oppofed, 1. By open profanenefs and 
blafphemy. 2. By publickly profeffing, teach- 
ing, and exercifing fome other Religion. 
3. By publickly difputing the truth of that 
Religion, the lawfulnefs of its worfhip, €9c. 
4. By publickly denying the right of the magi- 
{trate to eftablifh that or any Religion, or the 
expediency of the prefent eftablifhment. So far 
as any of thefe actions may endanger the peace, 
virtue, and interefts of the fociety, they are and 
muft be cognizable by the civil magiftrate, and © 
may be reftrained by pofitive penalties propor- 
tionable to the danger threatned by them. But 
the 
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the laft mentioned act, he fays, is mutiny and 
{edition : it is denying to the magiftrate a right 
of the utmoft importance to the happinefs of 
fociety ; and publickly perfuading men not to 
own or fubmit to this right, is perfuading them 
to oppofe, and take from him a juft and neceffa- 
ry branch of his fupremacy. And if this be not 
fedition, fays the Do¢tor, I know not what is. 
In the fixth fection: he confiders, bow far fuch 
atts of oppofition to an eftablifhment are protected 


from the cenfure and reftraint of the magiftrate by 


the plea of confcience. And firft he examines, 
whether fuch a plea can exempt thefe actions 
from the cenfure of the magiftrate ; and con- 
cludes that all a€tions that endanger the peace, 
virtue, or order of the community, or break in 
upon the rights of the magiftrate or fubjeét, 
may be juftly reftrained and punifhed, whatever 
plea of confcience be offered for them. 2. He 
enquires, upon what reafonable ground or prin 
ciple any man can think himfelf obliged in con- 
{cience to any of thefe aéts of oppofition to an 
eftablifhed Religion. He obferves, that nothing 
can be arule of confcience but fome law of God, 
real or fuppofed, natural or revealed: that a 
plain law of God, and the nature of fociety, 
requires us not to oppofe the laws of our fupe- 
riors, when we can omit it without difobeying 
God: that therefore before confcience can oblige 
aman actively and publickly to oppofe a law, 
it muft not only appear to him very plainly thar 
the law ought fo to be oppofed, but that it is a 
duty of his ftation to oppofe ir. In feétion the 
feventh he confiders, Whether there be any gene- 
val obligation on confcience, thus atiively to oppofe 
an ¢Lablifbed Religion; and concludes in the ne- 
gative. He obferves, that humanity or charity 
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cannot be pleaded as a juftification of {uch oppo- 
fition by thofe, who lay it down as a fundamen- 
tal principle, That every man is fafe and fecure 
of God’s approbation, who believes and wor- 
fhips according to the full perfuafion of his 
own mind. And if it be faid, that Chriftianity 
requires its difciples to correct the errors of 
their brethren ; the Doétor anfwers, that the 
paftors of the flock, but not private Chriftians, 
are obliged to do this ; nor are even the former 
bound publickly to labour the converfion of 
thofe without the Church, unlefs they have a 
{pecial miffion to that fervice. However, at laft 
the Author fays, that tho’ he cannot perceive any 
general principles of morality or religion, that 
can oblige a private man publickly to oppofe 
whatever he thinks erroneous in an eftablifhment ; 
yet he can eafily imagine that fome principles of 
either may be fo miftaken, that he may appre~ 
hend himfelf obliged to oppofe either the whole, 
or fome part of a particular eftablifhment. In 
the eighth fection he confiders, what /pecial ob- 
tigations any man may bave publickly to oppofe an 
efiablifbed Religion ; aud how far the magiftrate is 
bound to regard that plea: and tho’ he denies any 
general obligation, yet he owns there may be 
cafes of {pecial obligation fo todo, As, 1.God 
may by a {pecial call command it to be done; 
but then the magiftrate is not to regard fuch a 
miffion, unlefs the evidences of it appear to him. 
Both the perfon fo fent, and the magiftrate muft 
acét according to the convictions of their own 
confciences, though they fhould be direétly con- 
trary. ‘This rule he applies to the cafe of Chrift 
and his Apoftles, whom he juftifies by it; but 
condemns the Jewifh rulers, becaufe they would 
not be convinced when fufficient evidence lay 
before 
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before them; and this was their great crime, as 
Chrift tells them: If be bad not done among them 
the works which no other man did, they bad not bad 
fin. 2. Another fpecial obligation may be a 
miffion from thofe who have received authority 
from God to fend others on fuch a fervice. The 
Author conceives every Chriftian Church to have 
authority to fend its members on fuch fpecial 
miffions, and on this principle juftifies the miffio- 
naries to the Indians, whether their magiftrates 
approve the miffion or not. He allows however, 
that they are not to regard the plea of miffion, 
till they are fatisfied of the authority of thofe 
who fend them. 3. A third {pecial obligation 
is when any perfon who has a fhare in the Le- 
giflature, thinks the eftablifhed Religion falfe, 
or the terms of the eftablifhment unjuft. But 
then this obligation affeéts him only in his pub- 
lick character and ftation: as a private man, he 
is to be quiet, and to do his own bufinedfs. 

In the ninth fection, fome objections to the 
preceding propofitions are confidered. 'The firft is, 
That by leaving the choice of what Religion 
fhall be eftablifhed entirely to the magiftrate, all 
eftablifhed Religions, falfe as well as true, are 
put on the fame foot. ‘This the Author owns, 
and perceives no abfurdity or inconvenience to 
his argument from it. For, fays he, the efta- 
blifhment of any Religion is purely an act of 
civil power, and the determination of that act 
muft be left where the nature of fociety lodges 
that power; and the fupreme magiftrate muft 
therein a€t according to the convictions of his 
own confcience, whether he be miftaken or not. 
z. If a falfe Religion happens to be eftablifhed, 
muft it always continue fo? It muft, fays the 
Doctor, till the Legiflature is convinced it is fo. 
K 3 g.. If 
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3. If no body be permitted publickly to oppofe 
it, how fhall the magiftrate be convinced of his 
error? He anfwers, Juft the fame way as any 
other man is convinced : he has the fame liberty 
to examine, and may be fuppofed as capable of 
forming a true judgment; and when once he is 
fully fatisfied, there can be no reafon to permit 
public difputes for his further information. At 
this rate, fays our Author, he will never be able 
to come to any refolution at all. But it is fur- 
ther objected, That his people rhay want in- 
formation, though he does not ; and it is but 
reafonable he fhould permit fuch a liberty of 
inquiry as is neceffary to their fatisfa€tion. Ve- 
ry reafonable, no doubt, fays the Dottor : 
But then muft he permite any one to make 
it his bufinefs to fill their minds with as 
many doubts or fcruples as he can? 4. But 
how then fhall we vindicate the Reform- 
ers ? The Doctor anfwers, 1. Examples, 
where the principles and rules they acted 
under do not appear, are a very imperfect 
proof of right or duty. 2. The objection does 
not affect our Reformation, which was intro- 
duced entirely by the civil authority. 3. The 
prefent caufe of the Reformation, here or any 
where elfe, does not depend on the regularity 
or irregularity of the methods by which it was 
introduced. ‘The queftion is now, whether we 
are in poffeffion of truth ; and not how we came 
by it. I muft own, I think this obje€tion would 
admit of a much better anfwer from a Prote- 
ftant. He adds indeed, that they were fometimes 
called upon by Authority to give a public ac- 
count of their faith ; Princes fometimes fent for 
tnem, to hear their doctrines, and allowed them 
to 
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to teach them publickly : They might have, or 
be perfuaded they had an immediate call from 
God. But ftill I doubt, with Dr. Marfhal ¢, that 
be has left them too defencelefs and naked. 
5. Liberty of difputation is the proper means 
to find truth. But, fays the Doétor, will it 
follow that ’tis the duty of the Church or State 
to promote herefies all they can, becaufe St. 
Paul fays, Zhere muft be berefies, that they who 
are approved may be made manifeft ¢ For the ar- 
gument is juft of the fame fize with this. 6. 
Unlefs this liberty be allowed, learning will de- 
cay, and the Literati grow idle. The Doctor 
anfwers, 1. This is not a neceflary confequence, 
as we fee by the example of France. 2. The 
confequence would be more to be feared, if all 
men were to be employed in difputes about Re- 
ligion. 3. It muft firft be defined what Learn- 
ing is. ‘True Learning would not fuffer by it ; 
and better it fhould, than that fcepticifm, irre- 
ligion and profanenefs be advanced. ‘The laft 
objection is, That without this liberty, zeal 
without knowledge, bigotry and fuperftition will 
prevail, inftead of rational Religion. 'To this 
the Doétor anfwers, That an abfolute exclufion 
from all means or liberty of inquiry will indeed 
increafe them ; but that an unbounded liberty 
of difputing every thing, will probably raife 
more fuperftitions than it will cure ; befides that 
it will encourage libertinifm. But as a genera! 
anfwer to all thefe obje€tions, he fays the Ma- 
giftrate muft confider what effects fuch a li- 
berty may probably have on publick peace, and 
protect himfelf and his people from whatever 
feems to endanger that. , 


¥ Lett. in the Append. 
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The third chapter treats of the effects and 
obligations of a civil eftablifbment of Religion. 
It is divided into four fe€tions ; in the firft of 
which he tells us that the effablifhment of Re- 
ligion is not offered as a proof of its truth, and 
enquires Low far buman authority is a reafon- 
abvle ground of affent im queftions of Religion. 
He obferves, that to affert the determinations 
of the Magiftrate to be the ultimate rule and 
meafure of truth in Religion or Morality, the 
proper ground of an affent of judgment, to 
which ail evidences and convictions of private 
reafon ought to be fubmitted, is Hobbi/m: and 
to affert this of the determinations of the Church, 
Clergy, any Bifhop or Council, or any other 
dernier refort of ecclefiaftical authority, is Po- 
pery ; and he difclaims both thefe abfurdities, 
and appeals to the civil Power, not for the con- 
viction, but the correction of thofe who op- 
pole the eftablifhed Religion. As to the fe- 
cond point, he fays, the greater number of 
mankind muft abfolutely and neceffarily depend 
upon the authority of others for the truth of 
many pofitions of great importance to them, 
and even of fome of their moft fundamental 
conclufions in Religion. In fuch cafes, and to 
fuch perfons, authority is reafon ; and to tell 
fuch that they muft examine the grounds of 
their Religion by their own fingle ftrength, 
without trufting to the knowledge or honefty 
of any guide, is juft as abfurd as to perfuade a 
man that would go from Dover to Calais, not 
“to enter into a fhip, or commit himfelf to a pi- 
* Jot, upon fuggeftions that thefe fhips and crews 
* with their officers are all human inventions to 
* get a livelihood ; that the pilot is fallible, and 
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* may miftake his way, or abufe his confidence, 
* carry him where he pleafes, and-fell him for a 
* flave ; That he has a natural faculty of {wim- 
© ming, which he had better truft to, and not be 
* beholden to any body’. However the Author 
adds, that neither to the leaft nor to the great- 
eft, neither to himfelf nor his fuperiors, nei- 
ther to the fingle nor united judgment of any 
Clergy, does he fubmit even the meaneft Chri- 
ftian’s convictions of truth. And as to the au- 
thority of the Magiftrate, we are bound to o- 
bey his laws as a ruler, not to affent to his judg- 
ment as a teacher ; which, fays he, are two 
very different characters, tho’ often confounded. 
In the fecond fection he purfues his reflections 
on the effects aud obligations of a civil Eftablifb- 
ment of Religion ; and fhows that by a civil E- 
ftablifhment a chriftian Church and a civil So- 
ciety do not become the fame thing, though 
they are incorporated together, and the laws of 
the Church made a part of the laws of a com- 
munity. In the third feétion he juftifies the 
cenfure he formerly paffed on fome paffages of 
the Literal Scheme confidered 3; and thinks the 
Author of it is guilty of as great a crime and 
mifdemeanor at leaft as Dr. Sacheverel was. 
The one attacked the Toleration, the other at- 
tacks the Chriftian Religion, both eftablifhed by 
law, as unreafonable and unwarrantable. He 
alfo puts him in mind of the laws againft bla- 
fphemy, under the lafh of which he falls, by 
fuggefting that Jefus Chrift was an Impoftor. 
In the fourth fection he examines what probable 
effects an attempt to execute that {cheme of liberty 
would produce. 1. Says he, ‘The propofition it 
felf is an affront to our Legiflators, and fup- 
pofes them all Deifts, or at leaft enemies to the 
prefent 
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prefent Eftablifhment. 2. Suppofing the pre- 
fent Eftablifhment repealed, and no other fub- 
ftituted, the {cheme could not fucceed in its 
full effects, unlefs the civil Power fhould go fur- 
ther, and prohibit all religious affociations ; and 
even then it is natural to fuppofe that each of 
thefe focieties would endeavour to get their own 
Religion eftablifhed, whence would arife emu- 
lation, ftrife, confufion, and every evil work. 
3. Should the {fcheme be admitted in its full ex- 
tent, and the whole nation become. Deifts, yet 
how fhould we fecure the continuance of this 
{tate ? The people and the Magiftrate may be 
again converted to fome Religion or other, and 
eftablifh it. But he thinks this fcheme particu- 
larly calculated for the fervice of Popery, and 
from the effects it has already had, feems to 
doubt whether the Author be not really in the 
interefts of Rome, notwithftanding all his pre- 
tences. 


Having thus, I think, given a full view of 
the Author’s {fcheme of an Eftablifhment, and 
his arguments for it, wherein I have kept as 
near as poffible to his own words, I need not 
fay any thing of the Appendix, which relates 
chiefly to the Dottor’s eight Sermons, and the 
affair of miracles. 
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ARTICLE X. 


A DEFENCE of the Differtation on the 
Validity of the Englifh OR DINATIONS, 
againft the feveral Anfwers made to it : 
with proper Vouchers for the Faés ad- 
vanced in that Work, By the Author 
of the Differtation. London: printed 
for W. and F. Innys. 1728.. In two Vo- 
lumes 8vo. Pages in Vol. I. 536. in 
Vol. Il. 584. | 


A_S the difpute concerning the Validity of 
the Englifh Ordinations has of late made 
no {mall noife in the world, I thought it would 
not be difagreeable to my Readers to fee the 
points upon which that controverfy turns juftly 
ftated. For this purpofe, I refolved to prefent 
them with an Extract of the learned F. Le Coue 
rayer’s judicious Defence of his Differtation on 
that fubjet ; and having met with it very well 
done to my hand in a French pamphlet, I ra- 
ther chofe to tranflate that, than make one of 
my own. 


This work is divided into two parts ; in the 
firft of which F. Courayer difcuffes the queftion 
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of fat, and in the fecond the queftion of right. 
I fhall at prefent give the extra¢t of the former 
only, which is the fame that was publifhed in 
the Fournal des Spavans for March laft. The 
extract of the fecond (which I referve for the 
next month) was actually printed in the fame 
Journal for April, but was fuppreffed for fome 
particular reafons, not hard to be gueffed at, 
though it contains only an impartial and fair 
account of the work, without any commenda- 
tion either of the author or his performance. 
‘This circumftance will not probably render it 
fefs curious. I add, with the Publifher of the 
abovementioned pamphlet, that thefe two Ex- 
tratts, though very fhort, wil perbaps give the 
Reader a clearer view of the true point in difpute, 
than be could obtain from tedious difputes and nite 
merous Volumes, which often tend more to puzzle 
the caufe, than ihufirate the truth. 


The Author begins with a general ac- 
count of the feveral Anfwers that were made to 
his Differtation ; viz. 1. A pamphlet by Dom 
Gervaife, ancient Abbot of La Trappe. 2. Two 
books by the learned F. Hardouin. 3. F. Le 
Quien’s two volumes. 4. Mr. Fennel’s book, 
5. A pamphlet written by a Benediétin. F. Le 
Courayer, in giving a view of all thefe performe 
ances, characterizes each of them in a very in- 
genious manner, and paints them out in diffe- 
rent, and lively colours. F. Le Q. however is 
the principal object of his attention ; he turns 
his arms ofteneft againft him, and if at any 
time he parries the attacks made upon him by 
the reft, he feems to do it as it were inciden- 
tally. Neverthelefs he negleéts none of his ad~ 
vefaries, but anfwers every objeftion of any im- 
portance 
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ortance that is made againft him. ‘* I think 

“© myfelf obliged, fays he, to follow F. Har- 
‘f douin through all his ramblings, becaufe the 
“¢ publick not having it in their power to ex- 
« amine the truth of the facts, might fancy, if 
©¢ T took no notice of them, that fuch an omif- 
*¢ fion proceeded from my inability to anfwer 
‘© them, and not from the contempt which the 
©¢ difficulties he has ftarted deferve. *Tis a de- 
“© ference I pay to his reputation, and which I 
© would not have paid to his arguments. As 
“© to the queftion of Right, I fhall obferve ano- 
“CS ther method ; for as I do not write a treatife 
“© of the facraments, I fhall content myfelf to 
“© expofe his extravagant whims, without con- 
*¢ furing them. He muft have very little skiil 
<¢ in divinity indeed, who is not capable of do- 
“ ing that himfelf, and I write only for thofe 
«© who have fome fhare of knowledge. 

F. Le Courayer therefore confining himfelf to 
what immediately and direétly concerns the que- 
{tion before him, applies himfelf to the princi- 
pal points of it, which he very methodically 
makes the fubje¢t of fo many books. After ha- 
ving proved from general arguments the moral 
impoffibility of forging and corrupting an infi- 
nite number of records, and having examined 
the feveral faéts, upon which this pretended for- 
gery and alteration is built by the principles of 
the boldeft Pyrrhonifm, he fhows in another 
hook, that the ftory of Parker’s being ordained 
at the Nag’s-head tavern in Cheapfide is falfe 
and groundlefs in every particular. He after- 
wards proves, that his ordination at Lambeth is 
as authentick and notorious as it is poffible for 
an hiftorical faét to be. Heexamines, one by 
One, all the criticifms that have been made ~ 
the 
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the acts produced in the differtation ; he fupports 
thofe acts with new proofs, and allowing to 
each objection, which appears confiderable enough 
to influence the judgment of the publick, a 
chapter by itfelf, he difcuffles them all as mi- 
nutely and particularly as they deferve, in order 
to leave no obfcurity upon any of thofe points. 
From Parker he paffes to Barlow, and after vin 
dicating himfelf from the charge of falfification 
brought againft him by F. Hardouin, and having 
proved Barlow’s being a Bifhop by feveral acts, 
he thence concludes that he was really confecra- 
ted, and was confequently qualified to confecrate 
Parker. This is nearly the fubject of the two 
firft volumes : But a more particular account of 
the work will be more agreeable and inftructive 
to the reader. 


I. Then, F. Le Quien reprefents, that he is 


not the firft among the Catholicks, who has 


judged the Englifh Ordinations to be valid; and 
therefore that he was guilty of no rafhnefs in 
publifhing and endeavouring to prove his opini- 
on. F. Le Quien owns that he himfelf was 
formerly of the fame mind, and that guided by 
the inftructions of the Abbot de Longuerue, he 
judged favourably of thofe Ordinations which 
he has fince attacked. Was he the lefs ortho- 
dox then upon this account ? Several celebrated 
catholick divines, fuch as Cudfemius, Valefius, 
Davenport, the Doctors of the Sorbonne, when 
conlulted about reordaining M. Goulf a con- 
verted Englifh Prieft, M. Arnauld Gvhofe opi- 
nion however relates rather to the queftion of 
Fat, than that of Riglt) M. Snellaerts, the 
celebrated Doctor of Louvains, and Profeffor of 
Hiftory, and laftly the illuftrious M. oar 5 
theie 
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thefe are the Divines whofe fteps F. Le Cou- 
} rayer pretends he has followed. If to the Au- 
thor’s opinion the pra¢tice of Rome fhould be 
ebjected, where the Englifh Priefts that return 
to the Catholick Church are conftantly reordain- 
ed, that, he fays, is a very wife precaution, and 
a prudent method, in a country where the igno- 
vance of fatts, and the prejudice of the Nag’s- 
head fable prevail, (according to M. Fontanini) 
and render the validity of the Englifh Ordina- 
tions doubtful. Cardinal Cafanata’s letter to 
M. de Caftorie fhows, that Rome would be glad 


. wa ws — -” baad 


; to be better informed; but in the mean time 
fhe does well to continue the praétice of re- 
ordaining Englifh Priefts. Thus does our Au- 
thor vindicate himfelf while he juftifies the 


Church of Rome. Now let us fee how he ex- 
prefles himfelf concerning his having ftood up 
in defence of the Englifh Ordinations, the Va- 
lidity or Nullity of which many people look 
upon to be a matter of {mall importance to the 
Catholick Church. 

“ °Tis only out of blind zeal, fays he, that 
I am cenfured for endeavouring to clear up a 
“© faét, which may open a way to peace and re- 
“¢ union. Who knows but God, in compaffion 
** for the evils and divifions of hisChurch, may 
** remove that fpirit of contention and obftina- 
*° cy, which reigns over all parties ; that after 
** fo many wars and difputes, we may at laft 
“* tafte the pleafure of being reunited in the 


- | “* fame faith, though we cannot always agree 
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- “* inthe fame opinions? There are a great ma- 
f ** ny points upon which it was ever lawful to 
e “¢ differ, without offending againft union and 


f — “charity. Let us leave difputes about obfcure 


; —  “ matters to the fchoolsa——The fpirit of Chri- 
© ftianity 
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“¢ ftianity is a {pirit of peace, and thofe who la- 
** bour, though in vain, to procure it, are ne- 
© verthelefs to be commended for the attempt. 

Would the Catholick Church own the vali 
dity of the Englifh Ordinations, there would be 
one obftacle to the reunion of the Englifh re- 
moved : befides, it might incline them to think 
more favourably of us, and would bring them 
the nearer to the Church of Rome, the farther 
it removed them from the Presbyterians, who 
are inveterate enemies to it. 


II. F. Le Courayer reprefents the various and 
ridiculous methods that have been made ufe of 
to invalidate the Englifh Ordinations; and ob- 
ferves, 1. That it is furprifing, if the facts now 
objected to Parker’s Confecration be true, that 
for the {pace of 40 years and more, fuch deci- 
five arguments were neglected, as the Nag’s- 
head ftory, and Barlow’s Non-confecration, and 
fuch general loofe ones taken up by the firft 
controverfifts, as proved a great deal lefs than 
thofe. ‘Thefe two points muft have been better 
known and more certain then, than they could 
be fince that time ; they ought therefore to have 
been made ufe of then; and yet the firft time 
that the ftory of Parker’s Ordination in a tavern 
appeared was in a work of the Jefuit Holywood, 
or Sacro-Bofco, in 1604; that is above 45 years 
after it is pretended to have happened. As to 
Barlow, his Confecration was never contefted 
till more than so years after his death. 2. Har- 
ding and the reft never attacked Parker’s Ordi- 
nation in particular, but that of all the Englifh 
Bifhops in general, becaufe of the defectivenefs 
of the rite, and of their miffion. Neither Har- 
ding nor Stapleton fay one word of the farce of 
the 
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the Nag’s-head Ordination: What did they 
mean by fuch filence? 3. The firft writers in 
this controverfy all along confounded unlawful 
ordination with want of ordination. 4. The 
only method, according to our Author, of at- 
tacking his opinion, was to oppofe feveral ex- 
prefs and authentic acts to that great number 
which he has produced, and to fearch the re- 
gifters from which he took them ; which he af- 
fures us were offered to be communicated to 
F. Le Quien, that he was invited to go into 
England, and that he was promifed that any 
one fhould be allowed to examine them whom 
he fhould commiffion for that purpofe. All 
thefe propofals, fays he, were to no purpofe. 
It was thought better to fee nothing at all, than 
to part with any handle for contention or doubt. 
5. The weak objections that are raifed, are in- 
deed numerous, but without any conneétion. 
They have no greater force put all together, 
than each of them fingly ; whereas if they all 
related immediately to one particular fact, they 
would have the weight of feveral united proba- 
bilities, which in fome cafes is equivalent to a 
demonitration. For feveral different circum- 
ftances muft, in order to form a proof, lead to 
the difcovery of one and the fame faét. Here, 
on the contrary, the doubts that are raifed re- 
late to quite different facts ; nay, often to fuch 
as are quite oppofite and contradictory to one 
another. 6. The Authors who have attacked 
F. Le Courayer, according to him, contradict 
each other. The one admits a thing, which 
the other contefts ; nor do they agree even in 
their principles. According to F. Le Quien, 
F, Hardonin never underftood the true ftate of 
FEBRUARY 1728. L the 
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the queftion 3 according to F. Hardouin, F. Le 
Quien has quite miftaken it, &c. 


III. From thefe preliminary reflexions, the 
Author proceeds to general proofs of the ge- 
nuinenefs of the a¢ts he had produced, which 
are fufpected of forgery, and argues againft fuch 
a fufpicion in this manner, 1. It is objected 
that thofe acts are produced by hereticks : but, 
fays he, if the difference of party alone be a 
fufficient reafon for rejecting fuch aéts as are 
found in publick records, it is needlefs to pre- 
tend to clear up any hiftorical faét. While we 
reject thofe produced by the Proteftants, we 
authorize them to reject ours. 2. There are no 
regifters more authentick than thofe of the Bi- 
fhops of England ; they are committed to the 
care of a publick and {worn officer ; their au- 
thority is owned in all the courts of the king- 
dom ; *tis a publick repofitory, which fixes the 
{tate and condition of the Clergy ; Ordinations, 
nominations to benefices, the dates of provifi- 
ons, are all exactly regiftred in them ; they are 
always written in the lifetime of the bifhops 
whofe names they bear. The fidelity of thefe 
records is attefted by the royal Archives, and an 
hundred other publick monuments relating to 
them. 3. The miftakes that are found in names 
and dates, have crept in through the ignorance 
or inattention of the regiftrar ; no records are 
exempt from inaccuracies of this kind ; and if 
the error of a clerk, a trifling miftake, may de- 
ftroy the authority of a whole regifter, there is 
none in the world that can be depended upon. 
4. If the Epifcopal regifters of England are 
{uppofititious, when did this forgery begin? For 
they 
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they are much older than the Reformation ; 
thofe of Canterbury, for inftance, go as high as 
Archbifhop Peckham in the 13th century. Are 
thefe regifters altogether fpurious, or only in 
part ? Who was the impoftor ? I fancy, fays F. 
Le Courayer very pleafantly, that F. Hardouin 
has got his name down in his pocket-book, juft 
by that of him who forged fo many ancient 
Authors, even as the contract of marriage made 
by the Venetians with the Sea was written on 
the back of Conftantine’s donation. 5. If 
Parker’s and Cranmer’s regifters be fpurious, as 
F. Hardouin affirms they are, all thofe of the 
other churches in England (to which they re- 
late) are fo too, as well as the royal Archives. 
6. The bifhops, whom F. Hardouin degrades, 
and deprives of their epifcopacy, fat as bifhops 
in feveral feffions of parliament : if that be falfe, 
then the regifters of thofe auguft affemblies, in 
which the interefts of the nation and fometimes 
of all Europe are regulated, muft be all forged. 
». For the fame reafon, all leafes, exchanges, 
alienations, collations of benefices, difpofitions 
of wills, in one word, whatever is contained in 
thefe regifters, muft be all mere imaginations, if 
as F. Hardouin tells us, Parker’s regifter and allt 
that it contains be falfe. 'To thefe arguments 
F. Le Courayer adds thirteen others of very 
great weight ; which I muft omit, becaufe I can- 
not take in all. 


Iv. After having fhown that the falfe citati- 
ons of fome Englifh divines do not weaken the 
authority of the regifters, ( becaufe it would be 
abfurd to call in queftion the genuinenefs of an 
act, on account of its being mangled in the 
Gallia Chriftiana, or Morery’s Diétionary ) and that 
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thefe regifters have not been forged fince 1600, 
as F. Hardouin affirms, and F. Le Quien infi- 
nuates, (feeing there is mention mage of them 
in the book de Autiquitate Britannice Ecclefia, 
which was printed in 1572) the Author pro- 
ceeds in the fecond book to examine thoroughly 
the ridiculous fable of the Nagg’s-head. He 
begins with proving that there was at that time 
no want of confecrated bifhops to ordain Parker ; 
and that if Barlow had not been owned as in- 
conteftably fuch, he would never have been 
pitched upon to perform that funétion. 

If F. Le Quien’s reafoning upon this point be 
juft, the ftory of the Nagg’s-head is fapped to 
the very foundation. According to him, it 
was impoffible that Parker and the reft fhould 
attempt to elude confecration, ‘* to fuppofe that 
“* at a time when the laws allow none to en- 
“‘ ter into the dignities of the Church, but 
** upon condition of being confecrated, and 
“¢ punifh thofe who refufe to affift in that fun- 
“© €tion, when required to do it by the Prince, 
“* every body fhould unanimoufly agree to elude 
“the law, and that every one fhould be fo 
“© dextrous, or fo lucky, as to conceal from the 
“© Prince, the people, the clergy, and his own 
© brethren, the moft folemn aétion of the 
“© world, at which feveral perfons muft affift, 
“¢ and which muft be folemnly attefted by fe- 
* veral and to feveral perfons, is fo ridiculous 
“¢ and fo extravagant an imagination, that it is 
¢ furprizing any one fhould think to impofe 
“¢ fuch whims upon the world, 8c. 

But the Author prevents F. Hardouin in ma- 
king his excufe for entertaining this notion, as 
believing it more favourable to the interefts of 
the Catholic Religion; and this he does by ver- 

tue 
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tue of an edifying declaration of that father’s in 
the Memoires Literaries. Every body (fays F. 
Hardouin) /ooks upon me as one of a different /pe- 


cies from others, and whofe notions are all out of 


the way. But the truth of the matter is, that I 
depart from the common opinions about facts, only 
becaufe I adbere firmly to them with regard to the 
manner in which the doctrines of the Church are to 
be underfiood, and to every thing that may favour 
them. Avoid me therefore, I forgive you, when 
you fee me do any thing to their prejudice. And 
this is what made me firft miftruft all the antient 
books, &c. 

I cannot follow F. Le Courayer through all 
the arguments he oppofes to the ftory of the 
comical Ordination at the Nag’s-head, and thro’ 
all his anfwers to the obje¢tions of F. Hardouin, 
and F. Le Quien ; fuch a detail is not capable of 
an extract ; I fhall only obferve, that thefe two 
Authors having endeavoured to render the faét 
poffible, and even probable, by faying that Par- 
ker’s Confecration was performed in a tavern in 
Cheapfide, which is in the midft of London, 
to prevent the fcandal and tumult which it might 
have occafioned, if it had been performed in the 
palace at Lambeth, which is without the city, 
and parted from it by the Thames; F. Le Cou- 
rayer anfwers, that it would be every whit as ra- 
tional to fuppofe that the Archbifbop of Paris, in 
order to conceal an Ordination which he bad a 
mind to keep fecret, fhould chufe to confer it in 
Procope’s Coffee-boufe, rather than in bis Chapel at 
Conflans. *Tis to no purpofe, according to our 
Author, that they have metamorpholed the 
Nag’s-head into a fine (Hotel garni) great houfe 
ready furnifhed, and provided with a chapel, be- 
caufe of thefe words of Kellifon, which are no- 

lL. 3 thing 
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thing but a mere irony, a fit Church for fuch a 
Conjecration! The Author makes himfelf very 
merry here with this Chapel, built with fo fmall 
trouble and charge by one of his adverfaries. 
We find in this book a very agreeable and 
circumftantial parallel between the fable of the 
Nag’s-head and that of Pope Joan, which was 
refuted, as every one knows, by Blondel a fa- 
mous Proteftant Writer. It concludes with an 
examination of the Lord Audley’s teftimony, 
which is a very curious piece, and is handled ace 
cording to the true rules of good criticifm. 


V. The Author, having in the firft book pro- 
pofed a great number of general proofs and 
principles in favour of the genuinenefs of thofe 
acts which atteft the Ordination of Parker and 
Barlow, in the third book he confirms the cer- 
tainty of the Ordination at Lambeth, as well as 
that of Barlow and Scory, by particular and po- 
fitive proofs, and by feveral monuments very 
well worth our notice, and refutes all the objeéti- 
ons made againft them. He fhows firft, that 
the Ordination at Lambeth has all the authority 
for it, which any hiftorical faét can have ; and 
this he founds upon a great number of fa¢ts and 
records, which might no doubt have faved his 
cenfors a great deal of trouble if they had 
known them, as well as all that he produces in 
this defence touching the queftion of faét. We 
may fay, that’tis to their feveral objections that 
we are indebted for the publication of fo many 
curious monuments, fo many authentick pieces, 
and fo many pofitive and evident proofs of the 
folemn Ordination of Parker, and of Barlow’s 
Confecration. F. Hardouin lays it down as cer- 
tain, that Parker’s regifter was forged fince the 
year 
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year 1600, and that it was never mentioned by 
any body before that time. *Twas to no pure 
pofe that F. Le Courayer had quoted the book, 
De Autiquitate Britannice Ecclefia, printed in 
1572, which {peaks of this regifter. ‘That edi- 
tion, if youll believe F. Hardouin, never had a 
being. But F. Le Courayer fhews here that it 
does really exift, names the libraries in which it 
is to be found in England, quotes the critic up- 
on it that was printed in 1574, and is now in 
the Comte de Seignelay’s library at Paris, and 
fhows that Cujace, who died in 1590, fpoke of 
it, and that Fr. Thynne and the tamous Camb- 
den made mention of it in their works printed 
in 1586. This is what F. Le Courayer oppofes 
to F. Hardouin’s argument, who pofitiveiy af- 
firms that this edition never exifted, Lecaufe be 
never faw it. Much in the fame manner does 
the Author anfwer a great many other objecti- 
ons made by F. H. F. Le Q. and M. Fennel to 
the reality of Parker’s Ordination. 


VI. Nor is he worfe provided with pofitive 
proofs and arguments with regard to the Confe- 
cration of Will. Barlow, who confecrated Par- 
ker. Though F. Hardouin is the only perfon 
who, notwithftanding the authority of a great 
number of acts and monuments, and the tefti- 
mony of Gardiner a Catholick Bifhop, denies 
him to have been Bifhop of St. David’s from 
1536 to 1548, yet he is not alone in denying 
that he was really confecrated. F. Le Q. and 
M. Fennel agree with F. H. in this laft point. 
Therefore, after having invincibly demonftrated 
that Barlow was Bifhop of St. David’s from 
1536 to 1548, and having accounted for the T, 
inftead of the W. (which is manifeftly the 
L 4 Clerk’s 
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Clerk’s fault) F. Le Courayer proves that he 
was not only a Bifhop in appearance, but had 
been really confecrated. Of all the proofs of 
this which he adduces, I fhall mention this one, 
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Towards the end of 1536, Barlow went to 
his Church. In thofe days Bifhops preached, 
as they generally do in England even 
now. Barlow difcharged this part of his office 
like the reft: happy, if his doctrine had been 
as agreeable to truth, as the exercife of this 
function was to his duty. He taught feveral 
errors. ‘The ears of the audience, fays a fa- 
ther, are fometimes more orthodox than the 
tongue of their paftors. The people mur- 
mured at this, and one of the clergy belong- 
ing to his Church prefented four propofitions 
extracted out of his fermon to the Bifhop of 
Coventry, Prefident of the Marches of Wales. 
One of thefe propofitions was, That if the 
King, as {upreme head of the Church of Eng- 
land, nominated and elected any learned Laic to 
be a Bifbop, that perfon (0 chofen would be as 
much a Bifbop, without receiving any Ordina- 
tion, as be bimfelf, or the beft in England. The 
propofition is very falfe, and worthy of cen- 
fure: however that is not the queftion ;. but 
whether this be not a proof of Barlow’s Con- 
fecration. For if Barlow was not ordained a 
Bifhop, what fenfe can be affigned to this 
propofition? He might as well have faid, that 
a Bifhop nominated by the King would, with- 
out Ordination, be as lawful a Bifhop as him- 
felf, who had never received any. Is not 
the abfurdity of fuch a propofition palpably 
evident ? 

To this proof the Author adds another, 


which I cannot pafs by. ** I fuppofe, fays he, 
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“¢ that Barlow had fome fenfe: it cannot be 


doubted but he had, and yet he is made to act 
like a fool. In 1536 he is made Bifhop, and 
accepts the Bifhopric ; but when he comes to 
receive Ordination, this man, who is fuppo- 
fed to have fo little confcience, as to raife 
himfelf to that dignity at the expence of his 
faith and his honour, all of a fudden becomes 
fo fcrupulous as to refufe being ordained, be- 
caufe he is a Presbyterian in his heart. At 
the fame time he omits nothing to perfuade 
the world that he has received Ordination ; 
and fucceeds fo well in his defign, that du- 
ring his whole life no body could difcover 
that he had evaded it. This fcruple is migh- 
ty well placed.. To endeavour through hy- 
pocrify to appear to have received what one 
a€tually refufes to receive out of confcience, 
is much the fame as if a Chriftian had abhor- 
red facrificing to idols, and yet publifhed 
every where that he had done it: fuch a con- 
traft cannet be reconciled. Add to all this 
the great number of Ordinations conferred 
by Barlow, and from which he might much 
more eafily have been excufed, than from his 
own. But what finifhes the evidence of Bar- 


low’s Confecration is an a¢t that proves it, found 
not long ago in his family, which F. Le Cou- 
rayer produces legally attefted by a notary pub- 
lic. 


This extract feems fufficient to give the rea- 


der an idea of the firft volume of this work ; 
but there ftill remains a very difficult and nice 
point, the queftion of right, which is handled in 
the laft volume; whereof an extraét will be 
given in the next Journal, with all the clearnefs 
and accuracy that the fubjeét requires. 
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ARTICLE XI. 


ANTIQUITATES Triture & Fulloniz, ex 
antiquorum temporum Reliquiis con- 
sefte. A Chriftiano Schoettgenio, Rect. 
& Profeff. publico in Collegio Groenin- 
ciano Stargardienfi, ‘Trajecdi ad Rhe- 
num, apud Gulielmum Kroon. 1727. 


That is, 


THE ancient Methods of Threfbing and 
Fulling. Pages 165 1n 12° befides the 
Indexes. 


Ht Author acquaints us that he has been 

for fome time employed in preparing a 
new Edition of the Latin writers de re ruftica ; 
and to give the world a fpecimen of what they 
are to expect from him in that work, he has 
publifhed thefe two treatifes on the methods of 
Threfhing and Fulling. 


As to the former, the Author tells us, that 
their threfhing-floors were round, in the form of 
a ring, and in the open field, but not far from 
the houfe, for fear of rain, and on a rifing 


ground, for the conveniency of winnowing,. 
2 ) This 
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This gave occafion to the Emperor Juftinian to 
make a law to prohibit the building any edifice, 
which might keep the wind from a threfhing-floor. 
The ground intended for it was firft dug up, 
the earth moiftened with lees of oil, then beat 
very {mall, and being once more fprinkled with 
lees of oil, it was {moothed by a roller, and 
rammed with beetles. The defign of all this 
was to make the floor firm and hard, and to 
prevent its chopping with the heat. The lees 
of oil (Amurca) are exceedingly commended f 
not only for this purpofe, but alfo as very good 
againft ants, mice, weafels and all forts of ver- 
min. ‘They brought nothing but the ears of 
corn into the floor, and left the ftraw ftanding 
upon the ground ||, Palladius, vii. 1. 2. menti- 
ons an ingenious contrivance for reaping, ufed 
in the champain parts of Gaul. ‘They had a 
fort of a cart that run upon two very low 
wheels ; the boards that formed the fides of ir 
fhelving outwards, fo that it was wider above 
than below. ‘That which made the forepart was 
lower than the other fides, and armed with 2 
row of {mall fpikes, like a wool-comb, bending 
upwards, and wide enough to receive a ftraw. 
Behind were two fhafts, like that of a wheel- 
barrow, into which the ox was put with his 
face towards the machine, and being driven 
gently forwards and backwards through a field 
of ftanding corn, the ears were by this means 
all ftript off, and fell into the cart, which car- 
ried them to the threfhing-floor. The Ancients 
had feveral ways of threfhing out their corn. 
One was by driving feveral yokes of oxen (but 
rather horfes) into the floor, who trod it out 


t Plin, H, N. 15. 8. i Var. de R. R. I. 3°: I. 
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with their hoofs. Hence, fays the Author, fuch 
oxen were called Zriones, or Teriones, a terendo 
frumeutum, not @ terendo terram, as Varro, Ser- 
vius, Macrobius, Ifidorus and others tell us. 
This practice fubfifted in England in the days of 
John of Salisbury, that is, in the twelfth cen- 
tury, as appears by a paflage in his Polycraticon, 
Bobus triturantibus, libentins tamen arantibus, 
obviabis ; and is {till found in Greece and Afia, 
as Leunclavius affures us in his hiftcry of Tur- 
key *; and our countryman Knox fays, that it 
is {till in ufe among the inhabitants of Ceylon. 
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Hi He tells us, Part 1. Chap. 3. of his account of 
ty that ifland, that when they are to tread out the 





where they lay out a piece of ground, fome 20 

or 25 foot over, and cut away the upper turf. 

: Then certain ceremonies are ufed. Firft, they 

adorn this place with afhes made into flowers, 

| and branches, and round circles. Then they 

t take divers ftrange fhells, and pieces of iron, 

iH and fome forts of wood, and a bunch of betel | 
if nuts, and lay all thefe in the very middle of the | 
it pit with a large ftone upon them. Then the 
i women, whofe proper work it is, bring each 
. their burthen of reaped corn upon their heads, 
t and having carried it three times round the pit, 
i they fling it down; after which, without any 
i further ceremony, they bring in the reft of the 
i corn as faft as they can. 

Another way of threfhing out corn was with 
the Zribula +, a heavy machine of wood, like a 
great {quare table, the under fide of which was 
either cut into notches, fo that it refembled a 
file, or elfe it had pieces of fharp flint or iron 
driven into it. ‘This was dragged over the corn 


i corn, they chufe a convenient adjoining place, 
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by oxen ; and to make it the more effectual, a 
great weight was laid upon it, called Capra Tri- 
turatoria, made of iron in fhape of a goat, as 
our Author underftands it. He that drove the 
oxen, alfo fat upon the Zribula. From this 
word, and the effect of the machine, is derived 
Tribulatio, which emphatically enough fignifies 
an affli€tion that, as it were, crufhes a man. 
This inftrument is ftill made ufe of by the pre- 
fent farmers of Epirus * ; and Nicol. Schmid 
in his account of his flavery in Turkey, written 
in Dutch, relates that he was often obliged to 
draw it along with the oxen; and adds, that the 
man who drove the oxen, and fat upon the Zri- 
bula, carried a wooden ladle, in which he re- 
ceived their dung. ‘There was another kind of 
Tribula uled by the antients, called P/lofelluna 
Penicum, In this, under the Zribula, were fe- 
veral Cylinders or Rollers of wood, into which 
were driven fharp pieces of flint or iron: as the 
Ploftellum was drawn along, the cylinders turn- 
ed round, and fo beat out the corn. This ma- 
chine is to this day ufed in Egypt, as Chriftoph. 
a Neitf{chuz informs us in his voyages. 

The oxen were muzzled while they were thus 
employed. Euftath. ¢ tells us, that a great broad 
collar, like a wheel, was fometimes put about 
their necks, fo that they could not ftoop; and 
Pollux + fays, that flaves employed about the 
houfe were obliged to wear it for the fame rea- 
fon, and fo broad that they could not poffibly 
raife their hands to their mouths. The Greeks 
called this wooden ruff mxoxgm. The Jews 


* Bellon. obferv. 1. 64. 
+ Ad Iliad. x. 466. 
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were forbid to muzzle their oxen in treading out 
the corn, and which were therefore very fat 
when fo employed ; whence Hofea x. 11. up- 
braiding the Hraelites with their luxury, com- 
pares them to an heifer that is accuftomed, and 
loves to tread out the corn. Elian * fays the E- 
gyptians ufed to befmear the noftrils of their 
oxen with their own dung, to hinder them from 
eating the corn ; for that they hate the f{mell of 
it fo much, that they would not tafte any thing 
while it remains, though they were ready to 
ftarve. | 

The Antients alfo ufed to beat out the corn 
with poles, or flails, which Columella 2. 21. 4. 
calls baculi, and St. Jerom on Ifai. 28. 27. flae 
gella, whence probably comes our word flaz/: 
and from this word our Author fufpeéts that the 
flagella ufed in St. Jerom’s time were made in 
the fame manner as our fails. He goes on and 
explains their manner of winnowing, which 
they called Politio, and the fan or winnow Pala, 
Vannus, Cribrum areale, Capiftertum, and Venti- 
labrum. M. Schoettgenius difcovers here very 
uncommon learning, upon the ufe of the Vanunus 
or Fan in the heathen rites, its figure, and other 
particulars. 


In the fecond part he obferves, that the An- 
tients, at leaft the better fort, generally wore 
white garments ; but efpecially at any publick 
feftival, or occafion of joy. As in Ovid. Faft. 1. 
79: 


Veftibus intattis Larpeias iturin arces, 


Et populus fefto concolor ipfe uo eft. 


* H, Anim. 4. 25¢ 
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This made Fullers as neceffary as Laundreffes 
are now a-days. ‘They were for moft part 
flaves, but fometimes free ; for an infcription in 
Fabrettus, c. 4. p. 333. mentions the Colegium 
Fullonum, the Fuller's Company at Rome. ‘The 
Author derives Fu//o from év#, to wafh, or the 
diminutive 4’, from whence comes évmar, 
fullo. The Greeks called a Fuller yvagevs, or 
xvegevs, from xvdp@-, a fort of thiftle ufed by 
Fullers ; and hence fome derive the German 
Knabe, a young man, from which our Knave 
is fuppofed to have come: for it did not bear 
the fame fenfe at firft as it does now. ‘The 
place where the Fullers worked was called Fudo- 
nium, and was generally in the fields upon ac- 
count of its ftink: for the Fullers made great 
ufe of urine, 9c. Whence, Plaut. Afin. 5. 2. 57. 


Art. Non queo durare. Pa. Si non didicifté 
fullonicam non eff mirandum. 


Hence comes the diftinétion of predia meri- 
toria and fullonica. Var. R. R. 5.16.4. The 
Fullers firft threw the cloaths into water, where 
they trod them with their feet. Horapollo Hie- 
roglyph.. 1. 65. obferves that the Egyptians ex- 
preffed a Fuller by the reprefentation of two 
human feet in water. ‘This trampling the Ro- 
mans called Confilium, a confiliendo. Var. de L. L. 
lib. 5. alfo derives cogétare from the term cogere 
veftimenta, ufed by the Fullers. In order to 
provide themfelves with urine, they placed ear-. 
then pitchers for people to make water in at the 
corners of the ftreets. Hence Martial, xii. 58. 


Quod fciat infelix damuate [pongia virge, 
Vel quicunque canis, junciaque tefta via. 
And 
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And vi. 93. 


Zam mal: Thais olet quam non fullonis avaré 
Tefta vetus media fed modo fratta via. 


Vefpafian obliged them to pay a tax for it * ; 
and being upbraided with it as a mean thing by 
his fon, he bid him fmell to fome of the money 
that came in by that means ; adding, Dulczs odor 
lucrt ex re qualibet. Pliny + fays, that the 
keeping their feet always bathed in urine, pre- 
ferved them from the gout, which Fullers were 
never fubjeét to.. The cloaths having been 
thus trampled in water and urine, were laid 
upon a block, and beat with ftaves and battle- 
doors, as I think they are called: “Iwas with 
one of thefe that the Apoftle James the younger 
had his brains beat out. Then the cloaths were 
hung up till the water dripped out. They wafh- 
ed them again with Fuller’s earth, (called Creta 
Sarda, or barely Sarda, becaufe it came from 
Sardinia) and with nitre. After this they fu- 
migated them with fulphur : then they carded 
or fmoothed them with a fort of thiftle, or 
with the skin of an urchin. Some think that 
carduus comes a carrendo, as alfo Carmen, an 
inftrument for carding wool. Laft of all they 
ufed chalk to brighten the colour, as Pliny 
fays ||: Veros autem €9 pretiofos colores emollit ct- 
molia, €§ quodam colore exbilarat coutriftatos [ul- 
phure. 'This chalk was called Cimolia, becaufe 
it came from Ciwole, one of the Cycladest. To 
give them a glofs, and to fmooth them, they 
put them into a prefs. 


* Suct. Vefp. c. 23. 

H. N. & 6. 

N. H. 35. 17 

Schol. Arift, ad Ran. Ovid. Met. Vii, 464- 
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Thefe particulars may be of fervice towards 
explaining fome paflages of old Authors ; be- 
fides, I think it is a pleafure to obferve the man- 
ners, arts and contrivances of the Ancients, and 
compare them with the improvements or altera- 
tions of the Moderns. But our Author makes 
a much better ufe of his obfervations, by ap- 
plying them to illuftrate the Scripture ; and 
heartily bleffes the divine wifdom and _provi- 
dence, for preferving to us thofe remains of an- 
tiquity that are neceflary to the underftanding 
of the facred books. ‘There are few in this de- 
generate age that read Columella or Varro with 
fuch devout fentiments. At the end of his 
treatife on Fulling, he fhows us how it may be 
applied myftically. Every man, fays he, is a 
piece of grealy, dirty cloth, which offends the 
noftrils of God with its ftink. God therefore, 
who is the Fuiler, (as David calls him, P/aé. li. 
9.) muft wafh us with nitre and water, that is, 
invite us to repentance by his word ; our hearts 
muft be foundly beat, 7. e. we muft fuffer con- 
trition for our fins; we muft be carded with 
thiftles, 7. e. afflictions ; we muft be fumigated 
with fulphur, z.¢. be affeéted with a fenfe of 
the heinoufnefs of our guilt, €c. A very good 
man among us, fome years ago, wrote the Arts 
of Weaving and Sailing {piritualized ; but the 
world has quite loft all relifh for fuch pious 
books. 


fEtas majorum pejor avis dabit 
Nos nequiores, 110% daturos 
Progeniem vitiofiorem.  Horat. 


FEBRUARY £728. M re © 





Se. 


= = 





a 


a 
oe ee 


= 


TS RE Se tenn Se 


Ce ele 












So eee = ee — — 
eee oe — _ —— oe ax, a ee —- 
sc == ~* “ SS E = = 4 
ad = ——= > Se eS a See eee 
: = —— : — = == E== 






AAs - ee 


Sees tet FS 















—= 


== 
<s Sa S S 





So ee Re 


~ ee 
a a Set allied oe a = - 
Swe LS SSS SS 


+ =SS= , 









The Prefent State of Art. 12. 





ARTICLE XIL 


A LETTER from Mr. S. Buckley, Printer, 
to Dr. MEAD, concerning a new Edition 


of Thuanus’s Hiffory. 


F Printing muft be ranked among the me- 
chanical arts, yet it may at leaft vye for 
ufefulnefs with any of the liberal ones, and that 
I think the beft rule for determining the prefe- 
rence or efteem due to any thing, and the en- 
couragement it ought to meet with from fo- 
ciety : Cui bono? Though Britain cannot in- 
deed claim the honour of the invention, yet I 
feel an uncommon pleafure in obferving, that 
the art is now carried to as great a perfection 
here as any where elfe in the world ; and that 
feveral Gentlemen of fortune, learning and in- 
genuity, do not think it below them to culti- 
vate and improve it. Among chefe, Mr. Buck- 
ley diftinguifhes himfelf in every refpe@t, of 
which the Letter now before me is a proof. 
In it he informs the Reader, that about three 
years ago, a Gentleman who has been for fome 
time in France, communicated to his friends 
here a defign he-had formed of tranflating Zhu- 
anus’s EHzftory into Englifh, having difcovered 
and tranfcribed fome MSS at Paris and elfee 
where, and hoping to meet with more, which 
a? en would 
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would furnifh fuch fupplements, additions, -illu- 
{trations and corrections, as might make that 
work more compleat and ufeful than any Edi- 
tion yet extant. Thefe collections, by Dr. Mead’s 
advice, and with the Gentleman’s confent, Mr. 
Buckley has determined to employ towards a 
perfect Edition of that Hiftory in the original. 
He next proceeds to the preparations he has 
been making, and the plan upon which he de- 
figns to execute his undertaking. And 1. he has 
procured all the printed Editions of ‘Thuanus, 
of which he gives a very accurate, critical, and 
hiftorical account, and correéts the imperte¢t, 
confufed and erroneous one publifhed by Joh. 
Petr. Titius, in his Recenfio Voluminum Hifori- 
corum Thuani, printed at Dantzick in 4to 168s. 
But in fhort, each Edition differs trom every one 
of the reft. Thuanus fome years before he died, 
Cwhich was in May 1617) depofited a pertect 
copy of his whole Hiftory, to prevent any acci- 
dent that might befal it, in the hands of his 
friend Mr. Lingelfheim of Heidelberg, which 
he intended to have continued to the year 1610, 
when Henry IV. was killed, but lived to carry 
it only as far as 1607. In his laft Will he alfo 
left a copy of his Hiftory ready for the prefs, 
together with all his papers, to the care of his 
friends Puteanus and Rigaltius. 

In 1620 Lingelfheim publifhed his edition of 
the whole hiftory of Geneva, adding to it the 
Author’s life; Puteanus and Rigaltius it feems 
not being able to obtain a privilege for that pur- 
pofe in France; and M. Peirefc in a letter to 
Camden, Oct. 14. 1620. tells us, that the 
guardians of Thuanus’s children talked of throw- 
ing it into the fire; fo that it had probably ne- 
ver appeared, if there had been no other copy 
M 2 but 
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but what was in their hands. Camden follow- 
ing the example of Thuanus, for the fame rea- 
fon depofited a fair copy of the fecond part of 
his Annals of Queen Elizabeth in the hands of 
Puteanus, which did not fee the light till 1625. 
in which year, March 27. King James died, two 
years after Camden. 

As to the Plan of Mr. Buckley’s new edition, 
he defigns to treat his Author like an old Claf- 
fic, giving the Geneva edition of 1620 as the 
Text, and placing at the foot of every page the 
various readings of other editions, with the 
omiffions or infertions of paflages, and the alte- 
rations of fentences and expreffions, whenever 
the fenfe is thereby affeéted. He fets a great 
value upon this Geneva edition, which he thinks 
was probably publifhed with the confent and ap- 
probation of Puteanus and Rigaltius. He ob- 
ferves that thefe two gentlemen acknowledged 
it (bating the errors in the tranfcribing and 
printing it, which are many) as an authentic 
copy, which in effect is the fame thing as pub- 
lifhing that which Thuanus committed to their 
care; that both of them did feverally apply 
themfelves to perform the task enjoined them by 
their deceafed friend ; that they read over all the 
volumes of Lingelfheim’s edition, and in the 
margin of their refpective books wrote down 
and marked many verbal and even literal corre- 
€tions, emendations of expreffions, alterations 
of fome paffages, a few rafures of others, and 
alfo infertions of paffages very confiderable for 
their number and importance; that in doing 
this, they very friendly, and with perfect inte- 
prity and good confcience, made ufe of the 
power and liberty Thuanus had given them by 
his will, that their corrections are fuch as were 
4 made 
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made neceffary by the negligence of the Copyft 
or Printer; that their emendations or alterations 
and rafures might have been made at their own 
difcretion ; that the paffages inferted were pro- 
bably gathered from Thuanus’s own papers, he 
having bequeathed to them all his writings ; that 
both thefe gentlemen agree in moft of the in- 
ferted paffages, which is a fign they drew them 
from the fame fource, or fettled them by con- 
cert. 

Mr. Buckley has now in his hands accurate 
copies, I. Of Puteanus’s corrections and _ infer- 
tions, which were written by himfelf in the 
margin of his book. II. Of the corre¢tions and 
infertions marked by Rigaltius in the margin of 
his book. III. A collection of paflages copied 
from what is called the Autographon, or M. de 
Thow’s MS. of his own hiftory, kept in the 
royal library at Paris. ‘This is not the parata 
editio, which he left to the care of his two 
friends, and is not yet difcovered, but one that he 
gave M. Du Puy, Dec. 31. 1612. 

He afterwards proceeds to give fome account 
of Zhuanus Reftitutus, publifhed at Amfterdam 
1663. in 12°. and as F. Je Long fays, compiled 
by M. Wicquefort, which he difcovers to be full 
of defects and errors. 

From the whole account he concludes, that 
whoever is poffeffed of every edition yet extant 
of 'Thuanus’s hiftory, has not one perfect and 
correct edition among them all; nor can make 
up a perfe& book out of them all by the help of 
Thuanus Reffitutus, which is very defective and 
faulty. From hence appears the neceffity and 
ufefulnefs of a new edition of that valuable 
Work, for which any one that reads Mr. Buck- 
ley’s letter will allow him to be very fufficiently 
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qualified. As a fpecimen of what the curious 
may promife themfelves from this undertaking, 
efpecially feeing there are but very few copies of 
this letter to be met with, I fhall here print 
two of thefe important paflages he has given 
us, as inferted by Puteanus and Rigaltius. 
They are curious, and may be of ufe to thofe 
who have any of the former editions. 


Pag. ro. F. lin. 4. Poft verba zu bonum vertat. 
adde, Nec de{perandum eft quin qualifcunque relli- 
gionis filvefiria illa plantaria, melioris doctrine 
infitione, Hifpanorum jugo excufjo €8 libertate red= 
dita, quafi novella, fuaveis €8 auétore Chrifto dige 
nos fructus aliquando producant. Ut Ortus Hifpa- 
norum fic contra Gallorum Occafus caufas, pariter 
Relligioni tribuo. Nam cum Chrifizana pietas ab 
initio in Gallia femper floruerit, ut quam monjftris 
caruiffe {cripfertt Hieronymus, purioris Dotivine 
cultuim boc ditto in ea femper viguiffe iunuens 5 Ve~ 
rendun erat, ue crefcente in Italia potentia Gallo- 
rum, guibus tantas opes Pontifices Romani debere 
fe negare non poffimt, und €8 potentia Romana in 
émimenfam €S Orbé Chriftiano intolerandam magni- 
tudinem evaderet. Nos certe Galli fimplices nie 
1114S, quorum zmprudentia fattum eft, ut dum plus 
jufto Relligionis Cuftodibus €8§ Miniftris tribuitur, 
ipft Relligioni male confultum fit. Nam nibil e- 
gue, fi verum amamus, relligioni obeft, quam nimie 
epes ES iimmoderata unius potentia; que fi in Mo- 
narchiis, ubi degenerare incipit, omnibus intolera- 
bilis exiftit, in domo Dei, ubi majore cum pericu= 
lo peccatur, nullo modo ferri debet. Ttaque ut in 
Zisy que vere ad relligionem pertinent, nibil de po- 
teftate Ecclefiafica, quam veneror 8 fufpicio, ime 
sminuendum aut delivandum cenfeam; ita Pontifi- 
cuit Romanorum iuiereffe exiftimo, de poteftate 
CVT CN Ay 
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Jerrena, quam tot jam abbine faculis nimis avide 
coufetiantur, multa refecari ; ipfis utique meo ju 
dicio majoribus futuris, fi minores effe velint. Nam 
quorum fafius ille, €8 infolentes tituli, € plufquam 
Regia Majeftas, nifi ut Relligio fimplex, candida, 

per fe venerabilis, in invidiam odium & male- 
dicentiam culpa miniftrorum incurrat ? Ut [ub no= 
vis {ubinde Dominis nova cottidie monfira, nova 
imperia, novi tyranni iu Italia exoriantur ¢ Ut pae 
ce publica turbata, &§ omiffo communi Chriftiant 
nomtnis bofte, Orbis Chriftianus armis concutiatur ¢ 
Pige: dicere €&§ tamen dicendum eft, ex quo abjectis 
clavibus & relittis precibus ac lacrimis, que fola 
3 vera fint arma Sacerdotum, fumptum {ceptrum, 
tiara, gladius ; ex eo cura paftoralis negligi, dif- 
ciplina facra corrumpi, €9 corruptis moribus ipfa 
Doétrina paullatim adulterari cepit. Tune omiffa 
concilia, hoc eff, negletia Religioforum cum Deo 
federa, €& inita nova federa cum bominibus, ipfis 
ferme femper damnofa, certe Reipublice Chriftiane 
Iutiuofa: Nec fane, fi fas mortalibus de eternis 
Dei confiléts pronuntiare, aliud in canffa fuiffe 
dixerim. 

Pag. 11. A. lin. 9. Poft verbum amplificaffet, 
adde, Nai quid portentofius prifca vel noftra etas 
widit vel audivit ¢ hominem facris devotum largi@= 
tionibus in Templum Dei invafiffe ; ibi ferro, ve- 
neno, fraude tam diu impune graffatum effe; ex ne- 
fando cottu fufceptos liberos, omni pudore extttdy 
aufum propalam filios appellare ; inceftibus bomi- 
cidiis €§ latrociniis infamem familiam aluiffe ; 
inde vitia domefiica in omnem Italiam fparfiffe 5 
poftremo Chriftiant gregis paftorem jurati Chriftia- 
norum hoftis clandeftino federe ftipendiarium fuiffe! 
Et quidem hac ab omnibus qui res illius temporis 
{cripferunt, Memoria prodita funt, <iiam iis, qué 
Pontificii nominis reverentia multa alioqui non ta- 
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cenda filentio diffimularunt. Sed omnem fidem fu- 
perat, quod Fr. Guicctardinus, Vir fide prudentia 
€§ eloquentia cuivis ex antiquitate comparandus, 
nulle certe meo judtcio pofthabendus, {cripfit, non 
folum duos fratres Franci{cum Candianum & Caefa- 
vem, gui pofiea beneficio noftro Valentie Dux factus 
oft, incefio Lucretia fororts amore exarfiffe, (quod 
ob rivalitatem Candiano perniciem attulit,) fed 
etiam ip(um parentem tam perdite filiam deperviffe, 
ut eam a Marito priore, fiatim initio Pontificatus, 
guafi tanta adfinitate indigno, abduxerit, mox 
pudore vittum “Foanni Sfortie Pifaurt Domino eloe 
caviffe ; &9 poftremo, cuit ne quidem maritum ri- 
walem pati poffet, “Foannem ad res Venereas fri- 
giduit cauffatuut, fubornatis falfis teftibus contra- 
chum cum eo matrimonium diffolviffe. Quo nomi- 
ne etiam a Facobo Sannazario, vivo bono &9 exi= 
sitio fui temporis Poeta paffim profcinditur, €&9 illo 
Carmine pre@cipue, cujufeunque tandem fit, quo Lue 
cretia filia, jponfa, nurus Alexandri fuiffe perbi- 
betur. Mitto Afiorem Manfredum Faventie Do- 
minum eximia forma puerum fiupratum, © cou- 
tra datam fidem poftea necatum ; tot illuftres Du- 
ces inde a filio Senegallia, inde a patre Rome 
crudelitcr occifos ; €§ Venenum Cardinalibus para- 
tum ab ipfo Alexandro epotum ; que mors tali vita 
digniffima fuit. Cum tali monftro juntte adfinita- 
tis coutagia €&8 piacula res noftras infeciffe, €8 opti- 
ni Priucipis fortunam in preceps dediffe, merito 
exiftimare poffiunus. 
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AR TICLE XIIL i 
GENEVA. 


New Journal, under the title of Biblio- | 

theque Italienne, is to be publifhed here 
every three months ; and the firft will come out 
very foon. 


DUBEN. 


— r. John Chriftian Wolff is preparing for 
D the prefs, An Anfwer to Dr. Middleton’s 
Differtation de Medicoruin Rome degentium Con- i 
ditione ignobili atque fervili. Dr. Wolff thinks ; 
his adverfary very much obliged to a little book : 
printed at Leyden in 1671, and reprinted in Ht 
1681, though he has not once quoted it. It is 
'  entituled, Medicus Romanus fervus fexaginta } 

‘a = folidis eftimatus. 


o fl AMSTERDAM. 


ss Barbeyrac, Profeflor of Civil Law 
e at Groningen, and F.R.S. at Ber- 
lin, defigns very foon to publifh Zraite de la 
Morale des Peres, in defence of an article in his | 
Preface to Puffendorf, againft L’ Apologie de Ja | 
Morale des Peres, by F. Cellier, a Benedi¢tin | 
of the Congregation of St. Vanne and St. Ny- 
dul phe. 
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dulphe. It is thought this book will not greatly 
pleafe the paffionate admirers of thofe venerable 
Gentlemen. It will contain about fifty fheets 
in 4to. 


I. A French tranflation of Mr. Chilling- 
worth’s excellent book, entitled, Le Proteftant 
Religion a fafe way to falvation, is going to be 
printed here ; and his Life, by M. Des Maizeaux, 


‘will be prefixed to it. 


III. M. Simon’s Letters are alfo in the prefs, 
in four Volumes in 12°. They were fuppreffed in 


France, and grown fo fcarce that they were not 
to be had, 


PARIS. 


r. Fontenelle has publifhed Elements de 
i la Geometrie de P Infinit. Suite des Me- 
moires de V Academie Royale des Sciences. in 
4to. The Author might have been contented 
with fhining almoft unrivalled as a fine Orator, 
and an excellent Poet, without afpiring to that 
of a good Mathematician too. It is not fair to 
pretend to all three at once ; for that’s more than 
falls to any one man’s fhare. 


LONDON. 


I. E at laft fee here Sir Ifaac Newton’s 
Chronology of ancient Kingdoms amend- 
ed, in 4to ; wherein the great Author fupports 
his opinions with fuch folid and numerons ar- 
guments, that his fyftem feems now to need no 
further defence againft the objeCtions which a 
partial view of it had raifed. However, i 
al 
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faid that Mr. Whifton, who in fome other ca- 
fes readily yields even to the loweft degree of 


probability, is not yet convinced that Sir [aac 


is right in the aftronomical part of this work ; 
and that he defigns yery foon to demontftrate his 
miftake. If he does, it will be a great triumph 
both over Sir Ifaac and Dr. Halley, who has un- 
dertaken his defence. 


If. Mr. Cooke has publifhed his Zranflation 
of the Works of Hefiod, in Englifo Verfe 5 with 
Notes Explanatory, Critical and Philofopbical. To 
which is prefixed the Life of Hefiod. In two 
Volumes gto. There were but 500 Copies 
printed, it feems, and moft of thofe fubfcribed 
for. °Tis faid that the learned and Right Hon. 
E. of P----- did the Author the honour to 
furnifh him with moft of the Notes, which will 
exceedingly recommend it to the Curious, 


Ill. Dr. Dawfon, Vicar of Windfor, has 
printed Propofals for printing in five vo- 
Jumes in 4°. Au Effay towards a general bifto- 
ry of England from the Settlement of King Bru- 
tus to the Reftoration of King Charles the IId, 
containing the fpace of 2760 years. The Au- 
thor propofes to give us the effigies of feveral 
of our antient [not modern] Britifh and Saxon 
Kings from the paintings of Matthew Paris. I 
hope he will not forget to procure that of Bru- 
tus too. I fuppofe he alfo intends to prefix to 
his Work a confutation of Sir Ifaac Newton's 
Chronology ; for as Sir Haac pretends that the 
taking of Troy, which occafioned Brutus to flee 
to this Ifland, happened only go04 years before 
Chrift, there is about 200 years difference be- 
tween his calculation and the Doétor’s hiftory. 
JV, Mr, 
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IV. Mr. Hutchinfon, Author of the Enguiry 
into the Original of our Ideas of Beauty and 
Virtue, has juft publifhed an Effay on the Na- 
ture and Conduét of the Paffions and Affettions ; 
with Iluftrations en the Moral Senfe. In 8vo. 


V. Mr. Palmer, Printer, has publifhed Propo- 
{als for printing by Subfcription, in two Volumes 
4to, A general Hiftory of Printing. 'The firft Vo- 
Jume will contain the Hiftory of it from its in- 
fancy about 1440, to 1520 ; in which all the re- 
markable occurrences are regularly confidered. 
The fecond Volume will treat of the practical 
part ; in which all the Materials and the manual 
Operations will be defcribed fully, and in a tami- 
liar manner. Mr. Palmer obferves, that a ge- 
neral Hiftory of Printing was never before at- 
tempted ; the Authors who have wrote on this 
fubject, having rather aimed at fettling the con- 
troverfies between thofe Cities that contend for 
the honour of the invention, than difplaying the 
excellencies of the art. The Propofals, in which 
the Author has given us the contents of each book 
and chapter, are really in themfelves a curiofity ; 
and if the Defign be executed according to the 
Plan, (as there is no reafon to doubt but it will) 
the Performance muft be very entertaining and 
inftrudtive. 


ADVERTISEMENT. 


I Am very much obliged to fome ingenious Gen- 
tlemen, who have favoured me with their Let- 
ters, efpecially that from Wadbam College, Oxon, 
which I foall take the firft opportunity to publifh. 
But I muft beg that my Corre{pondents would be Jo 
good as to bandle the fubjects they write upon, 
wih as much concifene{s as ts confiftent with clear- 
nels and the fize of this fournal. 











